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THE 


PREFACE 


HE ſmalneſs of "this Treatiſe would 

hardly juſtifie the ſolemnity of a Pre- 

face , Fs: that it might be thought too 

great 4 rudeneſs to preſs without ſome 

Ceyemony upon 4 Book, which both the 

Merit and Charatter of the Author, and the Qua- 
lity of thoſe Approbations he has prefix'd to it , may 
quſtly ſeem to have fenced from all vulgar attempts, as 
Sacred and inviolable. It may perhaps be ſome ſatis- 

| fattion to the Reader too to know, how it is come to 


paſs that a Meer Expoſition of the Doctrine of the 
Church of Rome, pretending to contain nothing but 
what they have always profeſſed, and in their Council 
of Trent plainly declared to be their Doitrine ; ſhould 
have become ſo conſiderable, as not only to be ap- 
proved by many perſons of the greateſt Eminency in 
that Charch, but even to be recommended by the whole yyerhod, i- 
| Body of the Clergy of France in their Aſſembly 1682 ; 
and where-ever it has come, done ſo many Miracles, as 
not only common report ſpeaks, but even the Adver- 
tiſement zt ſelf" prefixed to it, takes care to tell us that 
#t has. | 
A 3 
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The firſt deſign of Monſieur de Meaux's Book was 
either to ſatisfie or to ſeduce the late Mareſchal de 
Turenne, How far it contributed thereunto I am not 
able to ſay; but am willing to believe that the change 
that honourable Perſon made of his Religion, was up- 
on ſome better grounds than the bare Expolition of 
a few Articles of the Roman Faith , and that the 
Author ſupplied either in -his perſanal Conferences with 
him, or by ſome other Papers to us unknown, what was 
wantiyg to the firſt draught which we have ſeen of 
this. 

The Manuſcript Copy: which then appeared, and 
for about four years together paſſed up and down in 
private hands. with great applauſe , wanted all. thoſe 
Chapters of the . Euchariſt, 'Lradition, The. Autho- 
rity of the Church and Pope, which now make up 
the moſt conſider able part. of it ;. and.in the, other points 
which it hanaled,. ſeemed ſo. loofly and favourably to 
propoſe the opinions of the Church of Rome, that not 
only many.undeſianing Perſons of that Communion were 
offended at it, but the Proteſtants wha ſaw it, general- 
ly believed. that Monſicur de Meaux awr/t not pub- 
lickly own, what in his Expolition he privately pre- 
tended to be their Doftrine.” 

And the Event ſhew'd that they. were not altogether 
miſtaken, For inthe beginning of the Tear 1671 the 
Expoſition beins with great care, and after the. con(i- 
aeration. of: many- years reduced into the form inwhich 
we now fee it ; and to ſecure. all, fortified with. the 
Approbation of the, Archbiſhop of- Reims and nine other 
Biſhops, who profeſs, that * Having, examined it with 
all the Care which the importance- of the matter 
* required, they found- it conformable to the Do- 
© &rine of the Church, and as ſuch recommended it 

*to 
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*to the People which God had committed to their 
*condu@, i was ſent to the Preſs. The impreſſion being 
finiſþ'd and juſt ready to come abroad ; the Author, who 
deſired to appear with all the Advantage to himſelf aud 
his Cauſe that was poſſible, ſent it to ſome of the 
Doors of the Sorbonne for their Approbation to be 
joyn'd to that of the Biſhops, that ſo no. Authority, or- 
dipary or extraordinary, might be wanting to. aſſert the 
Dodrine contained in it, to be ſo fur from the ſuſpi- 
tion the Proteſtants had concetved of it, that it was 
truly and without diſguiſe Catholick, Apoſtolick, and 
But to the great ſurpriſe of Monſieur de: Meaux, 
and thoſe who had ſo much cry'd up his Treatiſe before, 
the Poctors of the Sorbonne to whom it was com- 
municated, inftead of the Approbation that was expetted, 
confirmed what the Proteſtants had ſaid of it ; and-, 
as became their faculty, marked ſeveral of the\moſt com 
ſiderable parts of it, wherein the Expolition by the t90 
great deſire of palliating, had abſolutely perverted the 
DoTrine of their Church. — DR 
. To prevent the open Scandal which ſuch a Cenſure 
might. have cauſed, with great Tndiiftry, and all the Se- 
crecy poſſible, the whole Edition was ſuppreſſed, and the 


ſeveral places which the Doctors had marked changed; 


and the Copy ſo ſpeedily ſent back to the Preſs agrs, 
that in the end of the ſame year another much attered 
was publickly expoſed, as. the firſt Impreſſion that had 
at all. been maae of it. | | 
Tet this could not be ſy privately carry'd, but that 
it [oor came to a publick knowleage ; infomuch that one 
of the firſt Anſwers that was made to it, charged Mon- 
ſizur de Meaux with this change. I ao not hear that 
he. has ever yet thought fit to deny the Relation, ci- 
- ther 
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ther in the Advertiſement prefixed to the later Edj- 
tions of his Book, wherein yet he replies to ſome other 


paſſages of the ſame Treatiſe , or in any other Vindi- 
7s , EA it be that ſuch an HoſuFation was not 
conſiderable enough to be taken notice of, or that it was 
foo true to be deny'd, let the Reader judge. But certainl 
it appears to us not. only to give a clear account of the 
Deſign and Genins of the whole Book ; but tobe a plain 
demonſtration , how improbable ſoever Monſieur de 
Meaux would repreſent it, © That it is not impoſſible 
Advertiſement® for a Biſhop of the Church of Reme, either not to be 
er * ſufficiently inſtructed un his . Religion to -know 
£ what - is the DoQtrine of it ; or not ſufficiently ſin- 
# cere, as without diſguile to repreſent it. Ayd ſince « 
Copy of that very Book ſo' marked, as has been ſaid, by 


the DoCtors of the Sorbonne, is fallen into my hands, 


* Seethe Col 1 ſhall gratifie the * Readers curioſity with a particular 
le&ion at the V/jew of ſome of the Changes that have been made, that 
en ne fo he may judge whether of the Two were the Cauſe 
of thoſe great advances, which the Author in that firſt 
Edition had thought fit to-make- towards us. 
It might. perhaps appear, 4 very pardonable curioſte 
ty in us, after the knowledge we have had of the 
firſt miſcarriage- of this Book at the Sorbonne , 
to. enquire how it comes to. paſs, that among 
ſo many. other Approbations as have with great In- 
auſtry been procured: to the later Editions of it , we 
ao not yet- f any ſubſcription of theirs to it, ever 
now. Monſieur de Meaux could not certainly. be ig- 
norant of what weight the Cenſure of that Learned 
Faculty is with-us; and that ſuch an Approbation 
might not only.have been more eaſily obtained, but would 
alfo: more-effeTually bave wiped away the. blot caſt upon 
his. Boo: by their. former refuſal,. than all the Letters 


and. 


BY > 4... anc. ob. hw. wh an Wo hy 
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and Complements that could come from the other ſide 
the Mo»ntams, and which France it ſelf” hath taught 
us, in matters more conſiderable than this, not tohave 
too hich a Value for : Nor can we ſ»ppoſe any thing 
elſe, than that the fear of a further Correction kept 
it from being any more ſubmitted to their Cenfure ; and 


that the Author wonld ratler paſs without the Honour of 


their Approbation, than 'run the hazard of a ſecond 


Refaſ/ al. 


But for this, becauſe we cannot ſpeak any thins cer- 
tain, we will not purſue our Conjettures. Certain it 
is that whatever the judement of the Sorbonne would 
now have beew' of it, many of the Church of Rome 
were ſtill diſſatisfied with” it. * And how improbable 


ſoever Monſieur deMeaux 


world have us think that 


one of his Anſwerers affirms, that a: Papiſt ſhould 


have written” againſt him”; 


Tet not only the confeſſed 


ſincerity of Monlteur Conrart who often declaredthat 
he had ſeen it, but the undoubted integrity of ſome others 


by whom | have bet# aſſared that they had it, in their 


* See his Ad- 
vertiſemenc., 


hands, obliges me to Joys in the aſſertion, that Mon-. 
ſfieur M——,oze of the Roman Communion had finiſh'd 
an Anſwer to it, before any of the Proteſtants were pub- 
liſhed, however upon ſome certain Conſiderations it was 


thought fit to ſuppreſs it. 


It will perhaps be looked upon, that this confirma- 
tion of that \"Manitſcript Anſwer deſerves as little af- 
ſent, as Monliiear de Meaux has thought fir to give to 
Monſieur de la B----'s firſt Aſſertion of it. And there- 


-” 


fore to ſhew that it is not im 


offible, nor indeed very in 


probable, that Papiſts ſhould write one againſt another ; 

and that the Method of the Expoktion, how plauſible 

ſoever to deceive Proteſtants, has nevertheleſs of= 

fended the fircere and undeſining of the other” Commus 
| B 


al0# ; 


F Avis ſalys 
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pion ; I will beg leave to produce two or three undeny- 
able Witneſſes upon ſome of the firſl and chiefe 
Points of it ; and which though: not written purpoſe- 
ly againſt it, yet I am perſwaded, Monſieur de Meaux 
himſelf will ke ſo juſt as to confeſs, that he cannot 
te altogether unconcerned in them. 

For his firft Point, "The Invocation of Saints ; 
The. great moderation of the Expolition tells us o- 
ly, * That it is uſeful to pray to them, and that 
* we ought to do it in the fame Sparit of Charity , 
*and in the ſame Order of Brotherly Society with 


which we intreat our Friends on Earth to pray for 


*-us: that all the Prayers of the Church howlſocver 

* they may be worded, yet mult {till be underſtood to 

* be reduced to this form, PRA Y FOR US. 
Now what Monſieur de Meaux here ſays in ge- 


neral concerning the Tnyocation- of: Saints, another 
Tratt Printed about the ſame: time at Cologne, and: 
zutituled Salutary Advertiſements .of the Bleſſed 


Virgin, to her indifcreet- Adoxers ; particularly ap- 


rairesde labien plied to that Service, which with ſo much ſuperſtiti- 


4 (es Derots 
indifcrets. 
This TraQt 


beureaſe VI on ts paid'in the Church of Rome to the Mother of 


Chriſt. 


was publiſh'd firſt at Gand in Latine , by Monſieur Widenfelt a German, Intendant of tlie 
Affairs of the Prince of Suarzembergh ; afterwards Tranſlated into French. } 


The Book is every where full of Expreſſions of Ho- 
wour and Reſpect for her: , and only ſpeaks againſt 
that Worſhip which Monſieur de Meaux here de- 
clares. in the name of the Council of Trent to be 


none of theirs. It was ſent abroad into the World. 


with all the Advantage imaginable : It had the Ap- 
probation of rhe Biſbop of Myſia, Suffragan to the 
Archbiſhop. of Cologne ; of the Vicar General of 

the. 
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the place, of the Cenſure of Gant ; of the Canons 
and Divines of Malines ; of the Univerſity of Lou- 
vain ; aud Laſtly *of Monſieur the Bilzop of Tour- 
nay, who recommenaed it as a ' reatife * tuil of 15lid 
f Piety, and very ft and necellary co draw people 
* out of thoſe Errours and Abuſcs into which their 
* Superſtition had led them. | 

Tet notwithſtanding all this Applauſe, if we en- 
quire what ſacceſs this Book had with others, Fatier 
Craſſet the Jeluit, who wro!e purpoſely againſt it, 
* bus Book Printcd at Paris 1079, Licenſed by the * SeehigRook 
Provincial, approved by the three Fathers of the Sq- enticuled Lz 
ciety appointed to examine it, and Laſtly, authorized ey: nd 
by the King's Permiſſion, tells us, F * That for fear 5. Vinge yp 
* of giving Scandal to Hereticks, he had given a ge _— 
*very great. one to ( thoſe he calls) Cativlicks: 
*'That the Learned Men of all Nations had writ- 


© ten againſt him; that the Holy Sze had con- 


demn'd him ; Spain had baniſh'd him out of its 
* Dominions, and forbid to read or Print his Book, 
© as containing Propoſitions ſuſpe&ted of Errour 
© and Impicty, that abuſed the Holy Scripture, and 
£ impoſed upon Catholicks, by taking them oF trom 
* the Piety and Devotion due to the Mother of God; 
©In a word, from the general-Invocation of Saints 
and Worſhip of Images. 

1 ſhall wot need to ſay how far the Fathers Ygal 
carries him in the Anſwer it ſelf: It is evident 
that what Monſieur de Meaux zells us, zs only U e- 
ful, the Jeſuit declares to be® abſolutely Neceſla- p,, 
©ry:: That weare indiſpenſably obliged to pray to = * 
© her: That it 1s the intention of God, that we 
* ſhould obtain both Grace and Glory by her; 
© That all Men {ſhould be ſaved by the Merits 

BD. 2 fot 


ZI. Fe 


Vl 


SeetheCol- 
leRion at the 
end of the 
Preface, 


Art, 8. p. 647» 


The Preface. 


of the Son, and the Interceſſion of the Mather, 
© and that foraſmuch therefore as God has reſolved 
© not to give any Grace but what paſſes through 
the Hands of Mary; as we cannot be ſaved with-- 
© out Grace, {o it muſt be confeſſed that we can- 
© not be ſaved without her. This is Ipreſume ſome- 
what more than what Monſieur de Meaux exponnds- 
to us; and I ſball leave it to any one to judge whe- 
ther this Father who was ſhew'd himſelf ſo zealous 
azainſt the Author of the Bleſſed Virgins Salutary 
Advertiſements, could have been werywell pleaſed with 
Monſieur de Mcaux's. Expoſition. 

The next Point which the Expoſition advances, is 
concerning The Worſhip of Images, Monſieur de 
Meaux iz the Edition ſuppreſſed, affirmed, * That the 


'* Church of Rgme does not ſo much honour the 


©<Image of the Apoſtle or Martyr,. as-the Apoſtle or 
* Martyr inpreſence of the Image. And though the Cen- 
* ſure paſſed upon this new fancy, obliged him to ſpeak a 
© little more plainly, yet is it only thus, even now, © that 
© when the Church pays.an Honour to the Image of 
©an Apoſtle-or Martyr, her intention is not ſo much 
*to honour the Image, as to honour the Apoſtle or 
© Martyr in preſence ofthe Image.. 

Concerning which the Reader may pleaſe to ob- 
ſerve, that Cardinal Capiſucchi oxe of the Approvers 
of Monſieur de Meaux's Expoſition, has lately ſet 
forth a Volume of. Controverſies. at Rome, with all 
the moſt ſolemn Permiſſions and Approbations that can 
be deſired, in which he formally contraditts the Do- 
trine of the ſame Expoſition in this Point ; and 
concludes, © That the Church in the Councils of 
* Nice and Trent forbid only ſuch a Divine Ho- 
*noup to Images as is Idolatrous, 7. e. fays he , 


* which 
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*which is paid to Images in and for themſelves ; 
*and by which the Image is worſhipped, asif ſome 
*Godor Divinity were contained in it. Bur for that 
© Divine Worſhip which 'is paid to the Images of the 
* Holy Trinity, of our Saviour Chriſt and the Holy 
*Crols, upon the account of the things repreſented 
* by them, and as they are in that reſpect one and 
* the ſame with the thing which they repreſent, and 
© aſcribes. not any ny to the Images, there ue- 
* ver was, nor can beany diſpute of it. 

Monſieur de Meaux way pleaſe to conſider whether 
this be not ſufficiently contrary to the Doitrine Expound- 
edby Him; and how we are toreconcile the Contro- 
verſies of the Cardinal Capiſucchi , with the Letter 
and Approbation of the * Maſter of the Sacred Palace. *$9 he was 
In the mean time Twill beg leave to add one inflance *henhe | 
more that is nigher home, and I think ftill at this time Fiewr de It _—_ 
acpending ; and which the particular intereſt Monſteur 
de Meaux has more ways than one had in it, will I ſup- 

Poſe undoubtedly ſatisfie him, that notwithſtanding the 
Afembly of the Clergy have recommended ſo much - 
both his Book and his Method, all nevertheleſs at this 
Zy are not very well ſatisfied, even in France it ſelf, 
either with the one or other. © 


* Monheur Þ Imbert Prieſt aud Doitor of Divinity in +The whole 


of this is taken 


; - 2 
* the Province of Bourdeaux was pot long ſince accas'd, Of 1. 


* that upon Good Friday before he proceeded to the Faftun which | 
© folemn ſervice of that day, which conſiſts chiefly in the EY _ 
«* Adoration of the Croſs ; He turned to the People, and 

* taking occaſion from the raſhneſs of ſon of the Fa- 

© thers of the Miſhon whom he had with-grief heard 
©-24intain, T hat the Croſs was ta be adored after 

*the very ſame manner as Jeſus. Chriſt in-he Sa- 

*crameat of the. Eucharitt ; profeſs'd ta: them that 


© he - 
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© he conld not enter on the ſervice of that day with 
* out declaring truly to them what the real Do7rin 
* of the Church as to this potat was. That the 
* Church dcſizned not that we lhould adore the Croſs 
© which we ſee, but that we ſhoul:z; adore Jelus Chriſt 
© whom we do not ſee. That there was a Orear 
© difference between tne Croſs ad the Holy Sacra- 
* ment ; That in this our Saviour Chriſi was really pre- 
*ſent, whereas that was only a ſimple figure or repreſen- 
* tation of him. 

* This was his Accuſation, ard he confeſſed that his 
© Opinion was, That the Church adorcd not the Crols, 
* and that the contrary Optnion was not only 
© falſe but Idolatrous. That not only the Prote- 
© tants made their advantage of thoſe who main- 
© tain'd ſuch Errours , but that he himſelf was ſcan- 
$ dalized to converſe every day with the Miſſionaries 
© and others, whom he had openly heard preach a hun- 
© dared times, * That we ought to adore the Croſs 
* with Jeſus Chrift, as the Humane nature of our 
* Saviour with the Divine. ; 

* Being accuſed for this, he defended himſelf with 
© all the ſtrength of Argument that he was able; yet 
* being ſtill accounted a Heretick for it, he finally alledg- 
© ed in his defence, * T hat the Expoſition of Moxſieur 
f de Meaux defended the very ſame; that he went 
<* upon his principles, whoſe book was approved by 
* the Pope and ſeveral Cardinals in 1taly, by the 
© Biſhops and Clergy of Fraxce and others of the 
© createſt note in the Church of Rome. 

* Nevertheleſs he was ſuſpended in a manner Trie- 
© vous and extraordinary : He wrote to Monſieur de 
© Meaux himſelf about it who preſently ſeat tothe Arch- 

* biſhop of Bourdeaux 74 his behalf; He addreſſed him- 


* felf 


”” 94 & 2 
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' {elf befides to many other the moſt conſiderable Perſons 
'of the Kingdom; to Monſieur the Chancellonr ; 
* Monſieur de Chatteau-neuf ;: to the Intendant of the 
© Province, only that he might have juſtice in a cauſe, 


"which according to Monlieur de Meaux's principles, 
*was certainly very favourable; But 1 do not hear 


that he has yet had any other Effett of all his ſupplicati- 
ons, and the intereſt of thoſe Honourable pcrſons 
in his behalf", than that they ſtill draw more and ſeverer 
menaces from: his Judges, and threats either of perpe- ' 
tual ' Impriſonment , or even death it ſelf for his 
Offence.. 

gr this clear conviction 1 may reaſonably hope 
it will appear no improbable matter to Monſieur de 
Meaux himſelf', either that one Papiſt ſhonld have 
written againſt his Book, or that many others ſhould 
have expreſſed themſelves to be of a mind very - different 
from the principles and opinions of it. Had it pleaſed 
him to have gratified the World with the ſight of Car- 
dinal Buillon's a»d Monſieur P Abbe de. Dangeau's. 
Letters to Cardinal Bona axd Cardinal Chigi; as well. 
as of their anſwers to them, they would perhaps have 
ſhewn,” that not only the Proteſtants pretended ſuch 
oppoſitions of his own party to his Book, but that 
mga de Meaux himſelf was not altogether unſenſ(i- - 

le of it. 

' No ſooner was. the firſt Impreſſion of the Expoſiti-Scethe Adver+ 
on which was permitted to paſs abroad, finiſb'd , but filemenc, 
preſently a Copy was diſpatch'dto Rome, with Letters . 
and recommendations to prepare the way for its reception . 
in that Court ; and provide againſt thoſe faults which\, Cardinal 


| . x | . a's L : 
ſome it ſeems acculed it of, if the Contradictors which y x. wi as. 


: : nz che alcuni 
20. Accuſano de qual che mancamento, And a tittle after, Ne mi marzvielio che gli babbino 


trovato a dire, perche tutte le Opere grande, e che Sormontano COrdinario ſempre hawto Cons .- 


tradittori---, Anſwer to Cardinal - Buillon, ] 


oppoſed 
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oppoſed it at home, ſhould think fit to purſue it thither. 
It is not to be ſuppoſed _that either the dignity of 
the Cardinal who. ſent the Book, or of him ts whom: it was 
addreſs d, would have permitted them in. ſuch. a man- 
ner to take notice of the faults ard the Contradidtors 
which their Lettcrs. ſpeak of, had they not been both 
things, and Perſons worthy their conſideration. But 
much leſs would Monſieur I Abbe de Dangeau have- 
See the An- wſed his intereſt with- Cardinal Chigi. 70 gain ths 
-» + Dry favour of the Maſter. of the Sacred Palace , and- of 
to Monſew the Congregation del Indice, 1t. any one had or ſhould: 
14bbe a! Speak againſt it, had there beer no canſc to apprehend. 
Port ia that any one would attempt cither. , 
Padre Mateſiro 


ai S. Palaxzo, On al Secritario. arlla congregatione az{ Indice, e conmobbi Verampnte che non” 
<i era ſtato chi bgvefſe: a queſti padri parlato in. disfavore ded medeſimo.} 


What other particular perſons were employ'd upon the: 
like Offites, is a ſecret too cloſe for us ts be able to pe- 
xuetrate. Only the Advertiſement a ſelf LIVES US cauf eto 
believe that great intereſt was made even by the French 

; - *- Ambaſſador himſelf 10 his Holineſs about it ; and that 
"the fewLetters we ſee, ſet out with ſo. much Induſtry 
both in the Originals and their Tranſlation, and. the 
long Hiſtory of them. in the Advertiſement, were the 
effets of a labour and intereſt., great as the long: 
term of eight years that were ſpent in the procuring. 
of them. 

The. ſecond Anfwer to Monſieur de Meaux has o. 
fully examined every one of theſe Approbations, and 
fo plainly ſhewd how ſmall account is to be made of 
them,. that we do not find that in four years that it - 
has been publiſh'd, any one has undertaken to reply to- 
it.- 1 will therefore only -add in general a remark 
-or zwo. that. may. ſerve to inform thoſe of our onn 
Country who are unacquaiutedwith ſuch intrigues, what * 


the 
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lie Method of the Approbations of the Churcl: of 
Rome is, and how little ſtreſs is to be laid upon 
them... . | | 

Tr ts 4 lons time ſince it has been reſolved by 
many of their Caſuiſts, that it is lawful to diſgntſe the 
ſentiments of their Religion, not only in private Confe- 
rences,but in.the very Pipit it ſelf,when there is a [uffict- 
ent reaſon for the doing of it. But Tcannot tell whe- 
ther it be yet ſo generally known that it ts lawful for them 
to ſet their hands to and approve thoſe Books whoſe Prin- 
ciples aud Dottrine they diſlike, by an Art peculiar to- 
themſelves, and which Proteſtants , who are uſed to 
ſincere dealing, will find it a little ' difficult to be-- 
lieve. | | 

The infteance of Cardinal Capiſucchi before nen- 
tioned is an undeniable proof of this for Italy ; Who 
about the- ſame time that he ſent his Letter and Ap- 
probation to Monſieur deMeaux of his Expoſition,vrote, 
as we have ſeen, diretly contrary to the Dottrine of it, 
and had his Book approved with no leſs ſolemnity at 
Rome,than Monſieur deMeaux can pretend his to have 
been. Andfor France, a Perſon very juſtly eſteemed both 
for his great Quality and his. wn worth, Monſieur 
the Procureur General of ' the Parliament of Paris, 
having clearly. revealed the: myſtery of it, I ſhall beg 
leave to repreſent it tothe World; under the idvantage 
of /o great andrunqueſtionable an Authority. | 
Father 'T homaſlin about rwenty years ſince print- 

& a Book which . he. called  Notz in Concilia ; 
the * deſigns whereof. was to ſet up the Authority of 
th Pope above all Conncils, which he renders in 4- 
manner ufeleſs to- the deciſion of Fecleſiaftical mat- 
ters, The Copies of this Byok were all ſeized, and lock d 
up in a Chamber of the Fathers Oratorians at Paris. 
Wo Tex 
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Ter or twelue years after, with ſome changes to fill ap the 


Leaves that had been cenſured, and the Approbation 


of the Dottors of the Sorbonne, he again attempted 
ro have it psbliſh'd. * But Monſieur the Procurcur Ge- 
neral oppoſed-it, and told him that bnt in confideration 
of Father Harlay, his near Relation, who interpoſed 
for him, he mould have had his Book burnt by. the hand 


of the-common Hangman. 


The Father juſtified himſelf that his Book cw 


rained no other Principles than what were found in 
Cardinal Bellarmine's Controverſies, which had been 
printed with authority, and were permitted to be e- 
very day publickly ſold in France. T he Procurenr 
General replied, © That they ſuffered in Frazce, that 
© an 1talian ſhould write according to the Principles 
*of his Country, and that this ought not to hinder 
*but that a Book, otherwiſe good, might be publick- 
{ly printed and fold with priviledge ; but that for & 
© Frenchman to do the ſame, was another matter, and 
* would have different conſequences : azd that in ſhort, 
The Italians uſed the fame method towards them. 
And indeed the late chanze of the Jeſuits in their 
Approbations plainly fhews, that it is permitted to thoſe 
of the Church of Rome to write am approve not fo 
much according to their own Opintons,as to the Prin- 
ciples and Genizs of the Country in which they live. 


For which reaſon the Fathers of the Society do nolonoer 


now, as formerly they were wont.,, take out their Licence 
from the General of their Order, .bat from their re- 
ſveftive Provincials; who accommodate themſelves to the 
current Doctrine of the place in which the Book is pub- 
liſh'd, without which it would be almoſt impoſſible for 
them to write in France, but they ſhoald be ſubjeft to the 
danver of a cenſare at Rome. 

After 
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After this general account of the Nature of the Ap- 
probations of the Church of Rome, I ſhall ſpare 
both my ſelf and Reader the trouble of examining the 
ſeveral Letters before the Expoſition, though other- 
wiſe they lie open to many exceptions; only concern- 
ins his Holineſs's Brief, which Monſieur de Meaux 
fo much triumphs in, it may not be amiſs to obſerve, 
that the laſt Pope, in whoſe time the Expoſition 
came firſt to Rome with great Recommendation, yet 
never gave any Approbation to.it ;. and that the 
preſent Pope did it. *upon: occaſion of Þ a ſub- , 
*miſſive. Letter of the Authors to him, and after LES 
* the reports that he had heard of the great * Con- wc «2 tres 
verſions that were every where made by it, zo | cd _ 
which ſuch. an. Approbation would be likely to add a new bunbles remes- 
force. So plain is the. intrigue and aefign of this, 7 _ 
that - were the. Popes Briefs otherwiſe of as great con- tu 22. Nov. 
ſideration, as the Papifts themſelves ſhew them to be 1578. dont i 


; recent repon{t 
of little value , yet this could not be regarded by ms, yy Fa Peaſe 


as any other. than a meer Artifice to deceive us, nos 4: ſe Seintere-' 


OST : . ds 4 Fan, 
a ſincere, much leſs authoritative Approbation- ez- , Ion 


ther.-of the Nature or Principles of Monſieur de And in the 
2 rief it 
Meaux's Book, a A 
onem interim 
atqre  Obſervantiam quim trga ſunittam haxc ſedem noſqut ipſos qui in e141 Catholice 
Eccleſie immerito preſidenus tue ad Nos Litereluculemer declarant, mutu.e charitatis affetin 


compledtimur, * The Biſhop of Strasburgh having accounted to his Holineſs his de- - 


ſign of Tranſhting the Expoſition into the German Language, Sa Saintere Ini fit dire qui 


connoiſſoit ce livre, & quon luy raportoit de tous coſter, qu'il faiſort beaxcoup de Con- - 


unſions, Avertitiement, 


But whatever the Opinion either of the Pope or 
Papiſts has been of this Expoſition , certain it u 
the Proteſtants have openly enough declared their 


thoughts concerning # ; and the Expoſition according 
| GC. 2. is 


XV1 


' Card. Bona's 
Letter, 


The Preface. 


to the fate of all other great and extraordinary things, 
has found enough on this ſide to oppoſe tt. | 
It was but a very little time after the firſt Edi- 
tion of it, that Monſieur N oguer and another Au-- 
thor well known, yet whoſe name I ſpare, becauſe he 
has not thoueht fit himſelf to diſcover it, wrote. againſt 
it ; and with ſo much ſucceſs, that the Papiſts them- 
ſelves confeſt, * That it was anill Cauſe detended ex+ 
tremely well. | 
Monſieur de Turenne ot /97s before that !:/t 
Compague in which he loft his Life, madegreat boaſts 
o a Reply that was ſpeedily to be publiſhd to them; 
ut after the long expettation of above eight Tears, 
only an Advertulement was prefix'd to a new Edition 
of the Book, which neither touches at all the” greateſt 
part of the Exceptions that had been made againſt it, 
nor gives any ſatisfaction to thoſe it do's take notice 
Of » 
It has beea the conſtait method of Monſieur de 
Meaux, haviag once written, to leave his Tratts fo 
the World, and take no care to defend them againſt 


. thoſe aſſaults, that. ſeem with ſucceſs :304gh to have 


been ſometimes made upon them. We- ſhould think the 
great Employments, in which he has had the Honour 
ro be exeaged, might have been the cauſe of this, did 
zz0t he who takes mo care to defend his old Books, 
find ſtill time enough to write new. Perhaps he looks 
upon his pieces uo a Spirit aud Force ſufficient to 
aeſpiſe whatever attempts can be made upon them ; but 
ſure he cannot be ignorant, that Proteſtants make another 
and far different Concluſion, and look upon thoſe O- 
pinions to be certainly indefenſible, which fo able and 
eminent an Author is content ſo openly, and,if T may 
be permitted to add it, ſo {hamefully to _— 

What 
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What o:her Anſwers befides thoſe TI hive 'now men- 


tioned have been made to it , I cannot undertake to 
ſay; Two others only that 1 knov of have teen pub- 


liſh'd ; the Asthor of the latter of which Monlicur de. 


Brueys having in a very little time afigr his writing 
left his Religion, might have made a new inſtance of 
Monfieur de Meaux's Congueſts, did rot his inabili- 
ry to an{wer his own arguments avzinſt the Expoſition , 
ive ns caſe to believe, that ſoe other Motives than 
thoſe of that Book inanted him ſo lightly to forſake 
a Cauſe z which he had /o foundly and generonſly. de- 
And now after ſo many Anſwers yet nnreplyed to, 
if any one deſires to know what the deſign of the pre- 
ſent undertaking is, they may pleaſe to auderſtand, 
that having - by a \ long” Converſe among the Pa- 
piſts off our own and other Conmries perceived that 
either by the ignorance or malice of their InftruTors, 
they have generally wery falſe and inyperfett Notions 
of our Opinions 1 the matters in Comtroverſie between 
15, I have ſuffered my ſelf to be perſwaded:to purſur the 


| Method off Monſieur de Meaux's Expoſition as to the 


Doctrine of the Church of England ; and oppoſe 
ſincerely' to what he pretends is the Opinion of the 
Roman Church, that fon of Faith that is openly 
profels'd and taught without any diſguiſe or dil- 
iimulation among us. - 

I was not — to take the Method of Monſieur 
de Meaux for my diredtion, as well upon the acconnt 
of the great Reputation both of the Book and of the Aus 
thor, as becanſeit is now. ſome years that it has paſs d 
in our Language without any anſwer that I know of 
made to if, Beſides, that the Imte new-[mpreſſion made 


+ 
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of it, with alhthe advantages of the Advertiſement 
and Approbations, which the [ater French Editions 
have added toit , ſeemed naturally to require ſome ſuch 
Conſideration. 

1 do not preteud by any thing of this to treat 
Monſieur de Meaux as an Enemy , but rather as 
both his great Learning , and that Charafter which 
I have ever learnt wery highly to reverence, oblige 
me, to follow him as my Guide. To render. an. 
account to him and to the World what our differen- 
665 are, and point out in paſſing. ſome: of thoſe 
reaſons that are the moſt uſually given rw, & us, 
wherefore we cannot totally aſſent ta what he pro- 
oſes. 
hs am perſwaded the. wholeis done with that Cha- 
rity ana Moderation, that there is.nething in it that 
can juſtly offend the moſt zealous Enemy of our Church. 
If I knew of any- thing: init-- that without diſſem- 
bling the Truth might have been omitted, I ſincerely, 
profeſs I would moſt. willingly have done it , being de- 
firons to. pleaſe- all, that * if it be the mill of Vod, 1 
may: by any. means gain ſome. . 

- For | this; canſe. chiefly have I ferborn to ſet 7y 
name-ta. it ,. leſt perhaps any prejuaice againſt my Per- 
ſon, . might chance to. injure the Excellence of the Cauſe 
which. 1. maint ain. 

Tris effett at leaſt, if no other, would willingly 
hope ſuch a Treatiſe may have upon thoſe of our Coun- 
iry. that have been taught to believe very different+ 
iy concerning us; That they would pleaſe no longer 
ta form ſuch horrible Ideas of our Profeſſion as they 
hawe heretofore bees wont todo ; at leaſt till. .ith cax be 
fhewnthas I have either palliated or prevaxicated the 

OS Dottrine . 
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Doftrine of the Church of England in this Expo- 
ſition. Which I am yet ſo ”_ I have not done, 
that I here intirely ſubmit both my ſelf and it to 
her Cenſure ; of whoſe Communion I efteem it my 
greateſ® Happineſs that I am, and for whoſe preſer- 
vation and Enlargement I ſhall never ceaſe, as 1 ought, 
ts pray. 
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A Collefion of ſome of thoſe Paſſages 
that were conefled m the firſt Edition of the 
EXPOSITION ſuppreſſed by Monſieur 

de Meaux : To which is added, the Cenſure of 

the Faculty of Louvain, upon ſome part of the 

DoErme ft! remanuns im tt. 


4+ 
Onfieur de Meaux in the very beginning of 
' his Book ſpeaking of the delign of it, had 
theſe Words: 


I. Eazt. 
* Sothat it ſeems then to be very proper to pro- 
© poſe to them { the Proteſtants ) the Doctrine 
* of the Catholick Church , ſeparating thoſe 
* Queſtions which the Church has decided, from 
oy bs which ao not belong to Faith. p. 1. 


It is evident, the meaning of Monfieur de Meaux 
in that paſſage muſt have been this ; That whar- 


ſoever was either not at all contained in his Expo- 


ſition, or was otherwiſe maintain'd by any particu- 
lar Authors, beyond the Expoſition he gives us of 
thoſe Points which are here mentioned , *'was' not to 
be look'd upon by us, as any of the Church's Deciſion, 
nor zeceſſary to be received by us 4s matter of Faith. 

I ſhall not need to ſay how many DoQtrines and 
Decifions, not only of private Writers, ' but of the: ve- 
ry Council of Trext it ſelf, this would have 'atr-once 


cut of. It would perhaps have been one of the fair- 
| D elk 


xxt 
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eſt Advances towards an Union, that ever the Church 
of Rome yet offered. But it ſeems whatever Monſieur 
de Meaux {uppoſed, this was thought too great a cofi= 
deſcenſion by others: and he was therefore obliged , 
without changing any thing in. his Book, to give us 
a quite other account of the deſign of it. 


Later Editions. 


« So that it ſeems then. we can do nothing bet- 
*ter, than ſimply to propoſe to them ( the 
&« Proteſtants ) the: ſentiments of the Catholick 
« Church , and diſtinguiſh them from thoſe Opt» 
<* pions that have been falſely imputed to her. 
*« Which is but little to the purpoſe. 


IE 


I: Edit. p. 7, 8. © The ſame. Church teaches, 
&« That all Religious Worthip ought to termi- 
&* nate upon God, as its neceſſary End. So that 
«© zhe Honour which the Church gives to: the 
« Bleſſed Virgin and to the Saints z religious, 
< only becauſe it gives them that Honour: with 
&© relation to God, and tor the love of him. 


«So that then, fo far ought one to. be from 
«blaming the Honour. which we give to the 
« Saints, as our Adverſaries.do; becauſe it is 
& Religious, that on the contrary zt ought to be 
<« blamed if it were not Religions. 


. There can be nothing more plain than that Moz-. 
fienr de Meaux's Opinion when he wrote this, was, 
That the Honour which the Charchof Rome pays 20. 
the Bleſſed Virgin and Saints departed is a Relizi- 


OHsS 


altered by Monſieur de ME aux. 


##s Honour ; nay would deſerve to be blamed if it were 
wot Religions. | 


This was by others thought a little too ingenu- 
aus, and what would give too great an advantage 
.to our objeions againlt it, And theretore initead 


of that free, hone!t Conteſlion, That the Church of 


Rome gives religious Honour to the Bleſſed Virgin 
and Saints departed, he now puts a doubt that un- 
{iauates the direct contrary, 


« The ſame Church teaches us, that all re- 
<* ligious Worſhip ought to terminate in God 
<* as1ts neceſſary End ; and zf the Hoxour which 
* ſhe rendereth to the Bleſſed Virgin and to 
«* the Saints, may i» ſome ſenfe be called 
&« Religions , it is for its necellary relation to 
«© God. 


SD that really then the Honour they give their 
Saints 1n Mozſteur de Meaux's opinion is Religious, but 
tis not fit that we ſhould know it. 


9 £ 


Monſieur Daille ſome years ſiace wrote a Volume 
of the Tradition of the Primitive Church, concerning 
the Object of Religious Worſhip ; in which he clearly 


ſhews that the firſt zoo years knew nothing of the 


Invocation of Saints, the Worſhip of Images, Croſſes, 
and Re/iqunes , of the Adoration of the Hoſt, &c. Mon- 
ſfeeur de Meaux 1n his firſt Expoſition granted the whole, 
in theſe words ſince ſtruck out, 


* For Monſieur Daille, ſays he, he thinks fit to 
* confine himſelf to the firſt three Centuries, in 
D 2 & \wIICH 
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«which zt 7s certars that the Church more ex. 
« erciſed in ſuffering than in writing, has left 
* many things tobe cleared afterwards both in its . 
&« Dottrine and in its Prattice. 1 Edit. p. 9. 


Now it being evident, notwithſtanding this new 
thought, that the ſufferings of the firlt 300 years have 
not hindred, but that we have very large accounts of 
its Doctrine and Practice from zhe Writings of thole 
Fathers who lived in them ; To confeſs that zt 7s cey- 
74iz, that the Tradition of the Church of Rope fails 
in many things both in Dottrine and Prattice for the 
firſt 3oo years, is doubtleſs as fair a yielding up the 
Cauſe, as to the matter of Tradition, as we could 
deſire ; and theretore however known by Mozſicur de 
Meaux to be moſt certainly true, was yet thought too 
much by others to be conteſled to the World, by a per- 
ſon of ſo great Learning and Eminence in their 
Church. 

TV. 

As to the point of the Invocation of Saints, Mon- 
firur de Mean (till ſhews us that he knows not what 
Account to give of the grounds of it. He propoſes ſeve- 
ral ways how the Saints may poſſibly know our Pray- 
crs, but cannot well tell us by which it is they do ſo. 

But in the firſt Edition he ſhew'd yet more doubt: 
Not only which way the Saints hear them, but whether 
they hear them at all or no: not only, whether they 
Joyn with them in their Prayers, as thoy defire them to 
4, but whether it 1s not rather by ſome other means, 
:&t more unknown to them, and not by their Interceſſion, 
that they receive the benefit of them. 


« Thc Church , fays he, contents her ſelf to 
* ccach with all Antiquity , theſe prayers to 
be 


altered by Monſieur de Me aux, 


| © be very profitable to ſuch who make them ; 
* Whether it be the Saints know them by the 
« Miniſtry and Communication of Angels, who 
&« according to the Teſtimony of Scripture know 
<* what paſſes amongſt us; being eſtabliſhed by 
*< Gods order as adminiſtring ſpirits to co-operate 
« with us in the work of our falvation : Mhe- 
& ther it be that God makes known to them our 
& deſires by a particular revelation : Or Whether 
« ;t be that bo diſcovers the ſecret to them in 


<« hjs Divine Eſſence in which all truth is com- - 


« priz'd. 


« And that in the manner, and according to the 
< meaſure which he pleaſes; or whether laſtly 
« by ſome other way yet more impenetrable and 
& more unknown he cauſes us torecerve the Fruit 
&« of thoſe Prayers which we adareſs10 thoſe bleſſed 
&« Souls, 1 Ed. P. 23+ 


So that in effeA, whether the Saints hear ns or no, 
whether they joy with us in our requeſts or no, according 
to Monſieur de Meaux's Ex ofition,their Church knows 
not ; which is ſure a ſaficient prejudice _ their 


Invocation; and was, it ſeems, thought o by tnoſe 


' who therefore cauſed all the latter part of this para- 


graph to be ſtruck out, for fear of the advantage we 
might reaſonably make of it. 


| V. 
But if Monſieur de Meaux in his firſt Expoſition 


freely confeſs'd how uncertain the gronzds of this 


Invocation were, he no les freely left it to our choice 
whether we would practiſe it or not. He aſſured 


us there was no manner of obligation at all upon us ſoto 
| do : 
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do: And that the Chnrch would not condemn us if we 
did it not, provided we refuſed it not out of contempt, 
or with a Spi-it of diſſenſion and Revolt. 


« Furthermore, fays he, there is nothing ſo 
&« unjuſt as to .accuſe the Church of placing all 
& her piety 1n theſe devotions to the Saints ; fince 
« on the contrary ſhe lays n9 obligation at all on 
© particular perſons to joys in this Prattice. 


* By which it appears clearly that rhe Church 
* condemns only F,/ 2 who refuſe it ont of con- 
« tempt, andby a Spirit of diſſenſion and revolt. 


*1 Ed.P. 33, 34 


This was Monſieur de Meaux's firſt Expoſition of the 
Dottrine of the Catholick Church 1n this point : But 
ſuch as his Correfors it ſeems would not admit of : 
Who therefore obliged him wholly to ſtrike out that 


paſſage, 


«That the Church impoſes no obligation at 
«ail upon particular perſons to practiſe this 
« Invocation : 


And inftead of condemning only thoſe that re- 
fuſe it out of Contempt, or a Spirit of diſſexſion and 
revolt, which had freed us wholly from their Anathe- 
7a, to expound it now more ſeverely. 


«That ſhe condemns thoſe who refuſe this 
« practice whether out of diſreſpect or Error. 
Which will be ſureto bring us under tt. 


VI. 


altered by Monſieur de Meaux. 


VI. 


In the article of Images Monſieur de Meaux having 
firſt laid down this foundation, , 


«© That the Church of Roxze does not attribute 
&© to them axy other vertue than that of exciting 
&* in us the remembrance of thoſe whom they 
« repreſent ; 


added in his firſt Expoſition which was ſuppreſſed, 


«Tis in this conſiſts the uſe and advantage of 
« Images. 1 Edit. p. 25. 


 * And to aſſare us yet farther how little Honour. 
they had for them, concluded thus, 


&« So that to ſpeak properly, and according to 
*« the Eccleſiaſtical ſtyle, we do not ſo much 
* Honour the Image of an Apoitle or Martyr, 
* as we do Honour the Apoſtle or Martyr in pre- 
« ſence of the Image. 1 Edit. p. 26. 


Now though we do not doubt but that this is the 
real opinion of Monſieur de Meaux, and all which 
he himſelf does, yet to ſay that the Church of Rome 
does neither. require, nor pratfiſe, nor intend any 
more, was to preſume too much upon our Igno- 
rance; and indeed to give too great a ſcandal to 
many of her own Communion, more zealous than: 
himſelf for this ſervice : And therefore we find it 
now expounded in a manner more conformably to the- 
truth, though Mill exceedingly mollified, 
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- & Tis upon this is founded the Honour which 
«ive give to Images : and again, 


«& When we honour the Image of an Apo- 

 * ftle or Martyr , our Intention 1s not fo much 

*& to honour the Image, as the Apoſtle or 
« Martyr in preſence of the Image. 


VII. 


' In*the SeRtion of Juſtification Monſieur de Meanx 
has omitted this whole paragraph ſince his firit Edi- 
tion: 


«The Catholick Church, ſays he, is no where 
* more invincible than in this point, and per- 
. haps it would need no long diſcourſe to ſhew, 
© that the, more one ſearches by the Scriptures 
«into the deſign of the redemption of Man- 
© kind, which was to make us Holy, the more 
<« one ſhall approach to our DoQrine, and the 
**more depart from the opinions of Catviz, 
«© which are not maintzinable, nay are contra- 
* ditory and ruinous of all true and folid picty. 
*1-Ed. Þ. 36, 37: 


| Mouſieur de Meaux may pleaſe ſome other time to 
expound to us, what thoſe Opinions of Calvir in this 
matter are which the Church of Rome is {o invinci- 
ble in, and which all parties among them will agree 
to be ſo contradictory , and ruinous to a!l true and 
{olid piety, as he then ſaid. 


; | In 


| 


altered by Monſieur de ME a u x. 


+ In the. mean time we-will only beg leave to obſerve 
on occaſion of 'this' CorreCtion, that perhaps there 
are ſome in the Church of Rome of, Mr. Calvir's 
mind in the wortt of thoſe Principles Monſieur 4+ 

Meaux refers to, and to aſſure him that there are ſe- 
veral Proteſtants in the World that are not ;« tho 
they dare not therefore {oſeverely cenſure the -Opi- 


nions of thoſe that are. 


VII. 


Monſieur 4s Meaux having 'in a very few words 
explained the Doctrine of Juſtification, upon which 
the Council.of Trext is ſo long and perplex'd, aſſured 
us in his firſt Expoſition, That that was enough” for any 
Man to know to make him a through Chriſtian. | 


«© Thus have you {cen what is moſt neceſſary in 
« the DoQtrine of Juſtification ; and our Adver- 
«faries would be extraordinarily contentious 
« not to confeſs, that there is no need to know any 
&« more to be 4 ſolid Chriſtian. 1 Ed. p, 47. 


This would have been of great adyantage to us, and 
hgv' freed us from the Azathema's of many 'other 

articulars, of which we more doubt, than; of any 
thing Monſieur de Meaux has expounded of it ; but 
this others thought too great a Conceſſion'; andthe 
Biſhop therefore, without changing anything in his 
Premiſes,was forced to draw a very different Conclufty 
oz from them. © 5304 


« Thus have you Teen what is moſt neceſſary-in 


« the Do&rine of Juſtification, and/our Adver- 
- « [aries 


A (olleftion of Paſſages 
* aries would be very unreaſonable if they 
« ſhould not confeſs, that this DotFrine ſuffices to 
«c Feach Chrifttans, that they ought to refer all the 
« Glory of their Salvation to God through Jeſu 
« Chriſt. 


IX, 


In the Article of Satisfaftion, Monſieur de. Meaus 
ſpeaking of the Temporal and Eternal Puniſhment 
of Sin, and how the one may be retain'd when the 
other 1s forgiven, had this Paragraph tn the firſt Edi- 
tion, ſince {truck ont. | 


<The Church has always acknowledged theſe 
« two different manners of applying the Re- 
« miſſion of Sins, which we have propoſed ; 
« becauſe ſhe ſaw that in the Scriptures, beſides 
* the frff Pardon, and which ought to be the 
« only, if Men were not ungrateful, and. which 
« is pronounced in the terms of a pare Remiſſion, 
« there is exother Abſolution, and another Grace, 
«that is propoſed in form of 4 Fudement, 
« where the Church ought not only to Joo/e and 
* yemir, but alſo to bind and retain. 1 Edit 
« P- 54 55- p 


The Cenfare paſs'd upon this, were enough to 
make one ſuſpett, that either Monſieur de Meaux, 
or hes CorreFors, were ſenſible upon further Conlide- 
ration, that they could not ſo eaſily find out theſe two 
forms, fo diſtingaiſh'd in holy Scripture, or prove that 
the Church had always acknowledged them ; and there- 
fore judged it {afer not to'undertake it. 

| XR, 


altered by Monſieur de M £ au x. 


X. 


In the Article of Confirmation, ſpeaking of the 
Impoſition of Hands, Monſieur de Meaux infinuated 
in his firft Expoſition, that it had always beer eeccompe- 
nied with the uſcof Chriſm ever fince the Apoſtles. 


* Thus, fays he, all Chriſtian Churches have 
< religiouſly retained this PraQtice, accompany- 
«ing it (the Impoſition of Hands) with holy 
* Chriſm. 1 Ed. p. 65. 


This was too clearly falſe to be ſuffer'd to pals, and 
therefore it is now more looſe, foas to admit of an 
Equivocation, and yet ſeem to ſay ſtill the fame thing. 


«Thus all Chriſtian Churches ſince the Apo- 
< {tlestimes havereligiouſly retained it, making 
* uſe alſo of holy Chriſm. 


XI. 


In the Article of the Sacrifice of the Maſi, Mon- 
ſieur de Meanx having expounded 1t according to our 
Principles, in his firlt Edition, concluded with us 
r00. 

«© So that it (the Maſs) may, ſays he, be very 
* reaſonably called a Sacrifice : 1 Ed. p. 115. 


But ſince the Corre&ion, the Concluſion is much 
{trengthned, tho the Premiſes remain the ſame: 
* So that there 1s nothing wanting. to it, to make 
* it a true Sacrifice. 


E 2 XII. 
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XII: 


- As to the point of the Pope's Authority, the firſt 
Expoſition ran.much higher than it ſeems the Spirit' 
of the Gallicane Church could bear.” | 


* So that our Profeſſion of -Faith obliges us as 

« to this point, to believe the Roman Church 

© to be the Mother and Miſirefi of all Churches, 

«and to render a true Obedience to the Pope, the 

« Succeſſor of St. Peter, and Vicar. of Jeſus 
_ © Chriſt. 1 E. p. 166. 


It is now more looſe, and in general thus ;- 


« We acknowledg a Primacy in the Succeſſors of 
* the Prince of the' Apoſtles, to whom, for that 
* cauſe weowe that Obedience and Submiſſion 
«* which the holy Councils and Fathers have al- 
_ <waystaught the Faithful. 

But it may be what was ſtruck out of the Expoſition 
to pleaſe the Correfors, Monſieur de Meaiux: recem- 
' penſed in his Lexrey to ſatisfy his Holinefi.. © .  * 


XIII. 


In the Concluſion, Monſieur de Meaux telling us 
that none of thoſe Articles he had expounded, accor- 
ding to our own Principles, deſtroyed the Foundati- 
on of 'Qur Salvation,” added in his firft Expoſition: 
what that-Foundation was,. viz. 


C The 


altered by Aonſienr de'ME:-4 x. 


527 © The Adotation-of one only:God,.Father; $9n, 
:  *andHoly Ghoſt;.ahd the 'Fruſt-in one» only; 
<« Saviour. 1 Ea. p.160. x I 


'Tt is hard to ſay why this was. not-let. paſs, for 
we areunwilling:to believe thatithe Church of Rome 
has any other Founaatian tor Salvation than this. -But, 
it may be to have put down. this-as the Foundation of 
Salvation, would have been too plainly toſhew, that 
then we certainly have this, and that without mixture 
of any thing deſtruttivethtreunto. cl 25 gil aw 3:feigr 


XIV. 


Monſieur de Meanx go's on, ina very.candid-mans 
ner, ſince ftruck out ; 


& In efte, ſays he, . in all theſe Explications, 
«© which contain the very bottonr of our Belief, 
« there is not any one word repugnant to theſe 
< two Principles, cither:dire&tly,, or by Conſe- 
© quence. © | nod Hi N a1 35a 


* So that acknowledging then this, Thar 

* the Church of Rome do's believe and profef 

< all-that is! eſſential to preſerve fhe. ſubſtance 

* of the Chriſtian Religion, 10 tliat they cannor 

* reaſonably impute to us any Doftrine contra- 

&« ry thereunto, they muſt at the ſame time ac- 

« knowledg, by . their own Principles, that zhe 

*. © Church of Rome is 4 trae part of the Charch of 
, "© Chriſt,, to whhevery Chriſtian is obliged to 
« unite himfelf 1n his Heart, and in effeCt as far 

&« 2s 1n hum lies, 1 EN. - -c © Rt | 

4 Monkeur 


HL 


xXx1V 


A Colleftion of Paſſages 

Monſieur de Meaux may pleaſe to know, that we 
do confeſs the Church of Rowe to. be « part of the 
true Church, tho indeed} we think _ the worſt ; 
and that we do with all our Hearts deſire a Union 
with her ; and in efte&t do ſhew it as far as: we are 
able, by retaining whatever we. can'of the ſame Do- 
Arines and Practices with her. 

- Andif this were all they defired of us,- as indeed 
it is all they ought, and all we can do: However an 
abſolute Union-would- not. thereby be obtained, yet 
might we live at leaſt ſtke Chriftians and Brethren, 
in a common Charity with one another, and ſo dif; 
poſe our Minds, as by God's Grace to come in a little 
time to ſome better agreement in the reſt too, than 
ever we are like to do without it. 

Theſe are ſome of thoſe Paſſages that gave occa- 
ſion to the correfi0z we have ſpoken of at the Sorbon, 
and to the ſuppreſſion of the whole firſt Edition, how- 
ever authorized. by the Biſhops of France in the ſame 
words-it now 15s. I might haveadded many more ; 


' but iaſtead of it, will beg leave to offer the Reader 


one Correftion made very lately by another Faculty, 
that of Lowvain z if not immediatly of Moniſieur de 


. Meanx's Ta 702, yet at leaſt of a Do&rine which 
% 


they were before-hand given to underſtand, was 
explained in it. * 
Monſieur de Witte, Paſtor and:Dean of St. Maries, 
in the City of Mechl/ir, having, -in a Diſcourſe with 
ſome Perſons of that: City, on the 8h of Faly laſt, 
maintain'd zhe. Autharity of the Church and. Pope, ac- 
cording to the manner of MorBleur de Meanx's Expo- 
ſition ; . complaint was: made of him, firſt to the 
Inter-nonce, then to his Holineff himizlf, and four 


A Propo- 
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his- 
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ions drawn up againſt him, as the Heads of 


Monſieur de Wirte maintain'd his Opinion "YA [ * Prituled, 
veral Papers printed to that end; in the * 47h of Frlcitio po- 
which, after other Authorities of Perſonsof mw. 15. 


olorum 


their Church defending the fame DoQtrine ; Here refuadi is 


tells them, 


principis ſuc = 


ceſſorss. 


* © That the Golden Expoſition of Faith of Nihll pretereg, 


« Monſieur the Biſhop.of Condom, required 19- 
« thing more to the Sound, Catholic, and Or- 
« thodox Faith in this Matter ; which Expoſi- 
« tion, beſides the Elogies of many other Emi- 
&* nent Perſons, was alſo appo—_d by our Holy 
< Father I»xocent the 11th himſelf, in his kind 
«Letter to him. 


But all this could not prevail with them to reſpe& his 
Doctrine ever the more for Monſieur des Meaux's 
Expoſition, or his Hylineſſes ve The Faculty of 
Divinity, at the co d of the Nonce, and with 
the knowledg, no doubt, and aſſent of the Pope, to 
whom the whole Afﬀair had been communicated, 
cenſured his Propoſitions, Nov. 3. 1685. and eſpecial- 
ly the ſecond, 1n which Monſieur de Meaux's Expoſi- 
tion 4 the Catholick Faith was principally con- 
cerned,. as ſcandalous and perpicions. 


© Tudicamus eam cenſs urari poſſe uti ſcandaloſam 


©  pernicioſam. 


- May thoſe who inſiſt ſo much on the Fidelity and 
Authority of Monſieur de Meaxx's Expoſition, pleaſe 
calmly to conſider theſe things ; and tell us how we 
can 


ad ſanam C atho- 
licam, & Ortho- 
doxam fidem de- 


poſeit anrea ills 


Expoſetio Ca- 
tholice fidts Fa- 
cobiEpiſcopi Con- 
domenſis, re- 
ter Iiluftriſſims 
Clariſſmmonum 
Virorum Elogia, 


bpfous S, Patris 
Innocent.xi.ptera- 


manti/ſumis lite- 
715 comprobata. 
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-can; xely; 9 ſych-an Expoſition of their Dottrine, as 


notwithſtanding ſo many formal Approbatiozs ; (firſt, 
of the; Biſhops of! France,. was _=_ corrected in 1o 
many. places by the Sorbox; and-ſecondly, of the Pope, 
Cardinals, and others in Italy, and of the whole ws 

0 


: of, the Clergy:of France in their Aſſertbly ;: has yet: 
lately Been cenſured, at the command of the Noxee, 


and with the conſent of his Holineſs, by the Faculty 
of one of their moſt eminent Univerſities, to be 
ſcandalous and. pernicious. kn 
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EXPOSITION 


OF THE | 
| Dodrine of the Church of England 


Tnthe ſeveral Articles expounded by 
+ Mondoeer dd ME A U X. 


I. The I ntroduftion. 


T has always been eſteemed more reaſonable 
to doubt of Principles firſt, and then to deny 
the Concluſions that are drawn from them, 


wards to cavil at the clear and neceſſary De- 
ductions from it. . 

To profeſs © that Religious Worſhip is due to God 
« only; andat the ſame time to {ay that we ought to 
adore Men and Women, Croſſes 'and Images, and all 


that infinite variety of Follies which theſe latter Ages . 


have ſet forth under the pious name of Relicks. To 
declare, ©* That we are ſaved only by Chriſ”s Merits ; 


and yet ſtill continue to teach us that we ought to 


ſet up our own. Ina word, toſay, © That the Death 

* of Chrif was a perfect Sacrifice, and -one drop of his 

* Blood more thas ſufficient for the Redemption of Man- 
F 8 


kind ; 


' than having hangs the: Foundation, after- 


a" 
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« kind; and nevertheleſs go on to require our Satis- 
faftions as neceſſary too, and oblige us to believe that 
other Propitiatory Sacrifices beſides that of the Croſs, 
ought to be offered up continually to God in his 
Church, for the Sins both of the Dead and the Li- 
ving: This muſt certainly be theart of a Diſputanr, 
either too ignorant to underſtand, or too obſtinate to 

ſubmit to any Convittion. - | 
* Monſieur de Meaux, the deſign of whoſe Expoſiti- 
on ſeems rather to be an Apology for the Popiſh Religi- 
on, than a free Aſſertion and Vindication of its Errors, 
is above all things ſenſible of the Juſtice of this Re- 
fle&ion : and therefore endeavours by all means poſ- 
ſible in the very entry of his Treatiſe to prepare his 
Reader wee” it, By ſhewing © the Injuſtice of 
* charging Conſequences upon Men which they do not al- 
« low; and that therefore tho their Superſtru&ure 
« ſhould chance to overthrow their Foundation, yet 
{« ſince they profeſs not to know that it does fo, they 
<« ought not to be taxed with what they do not believe. 
It is not deny'd but that Conſequences may be 


- ſometimes either ſo obſcure, or ſo far diſtant, thar a 


Perſon prejudicate for the Principle, may well be 
excuſed the charge of a ColleQtion, which his Actions 
ſhew he neither believes nor approves. - But when 
the Concluſions, as well as Principles, are plain and 
confeſs'd, and the Diſpute is only about the Name, not 


 theT way ; we mult beg leave to profeſs, that we can- 
© 


not chuſe but ſay that he believes not as he ought che 
infinite Merits of Chrift"s Sacrifice, who requires any o- 
ther Offering for Sin; and that no ſubtilty of Argu- 
ment will ever perſwade us that thoſe / a not 


their Principle' of worſhipping God only, whom we 


{ce, contrary to his expreſs Command, proftrate every 
day 


The Introduftiom. * 


day before an Image, with Prayers and Hymns to 
Creatures that have been ſubject to like Infirmities 
with our ſelves, and that are perhaps at this very time 
in a worſer Eflate, than the moſt miſerable of thoſe 
that call upon them for their aſſiſtance. 

Be it therefore allow'd to be as great a Calumny, 
as Monſieur de Meaux can ſuppoſe it, to accuſe Men 
of Conſequences obſcure and diſavow'd ; the Opini- 
ons we charge the Church of Rome with, are plain 
and confeſs'd, the Practice and Preſcription of the 
chiefeſt Authority in it. - And to refuſe our Charge 
of them, is in good earneſt nothing elle than zo proteſt 
againſt a matter of Fatt; a Plea, which even faltice 
it ſelf has told us, may without Calumany be rejeted 
as invalid. . 

; However, thus much at leaſt we have got-by this 
RefleRion, that it direQs us to the true State of the 
Controverſy between us ; and ſhews, 'That we, who 
have been ſo often charged by the Church of Rome as 
Innovators in Religion, are at laſt by their own con- 


feſſion, allow'd to hold the ancient and. undoubted 


Foundation of the Chriftian Faith ;; and that the 
aeſtion between us therefore is not, Whether what 
we hold be true? which is on all hands agreed, bur, 
Whether thoſe things which the Roman Church has 
added as Superſtruftures to it, and which, as fuch, we re- 
jet, be not fo far from being neceſſary Articles of Reli- 
giony as they pretend, that they indeed-overthrow that 
Truth which ts ox both ſide@llow'd to be Divine; and 

pon that account ouzht to be forſaken by them ? 
The Declaration of this, not ſo much by any new 
roof, as by clearing rather the true ſtate of thoſe 
Paine: which are the ſubje&t of our Difference, is'the 
deſign of the followinz Articles ; in which I ſhall 
| endea- 
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Religious Wor ſhip to be paid to God only. 


endeavour to give a clear and free account of what 
we can approve, and what it is that we diſlike in 
their Doarine; and as far as the ſhortneſs of this 
Diſcourſe will allow, touch alſo upon ſome of thoſe 
Reaſons that are the moſt uſually given by us for both. 


ARTICLE IL 


That Religious Worſbip s to be paid 
to God only. 


T He Religious Worſhip is due to God inh, how 
neceflary  ſoever thoſe Prattices of the Roman 


Church, which - we are hereafter to conſider, may 


have readred it to Monſieur de Meaux to declare, yet 
15 it, we ſuppoſe, but little neceſſary for us to ſay, 

' We firmly belieye, that © the inward acknowlede- 
* ment of his. Drvine Excellencies as the Creator and 
&'Lord of all things, is a part of the ſupream Worſhip 
© that is due to him. We believe that all the Powers of 
© our Soul ought to be tied to him by Faith, Hope, and 
* Charity, -as to that God who alone can eſtabliſh and 
* make us happy. And tho we do not think that there 
15n0W ary ſenſible, or material Sacrifice tobe offered to 
Him under the Goſpel, as there was heretofore ynder 
the Law ; yet do we with all Antiquity ſuppole the 
Sacrifice of Prayer and Thanksgiving to be ſo peculiar- 
ly his due, that it cannot, without derogation:to his 
Honour, be applied to any other. > 

What our Opinion is of that Worſhip which the 
Roman Church pays to the Bleſſed Virgin, and Saints 
0 departed, 
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departed, we ſhall hereafter fully ſhew : But certainly 

eat was ' the difference of thoſe Holy Mex whom 
Monſieur de Meaux mentions as their fore-runners in 
this praQtice, from the preſent manner of the Popiſh 
Invocation. Gregory Nazianzen in a Rhetorical Apo- 
Rrophe, called to Conſtantine in one, to his Siſter Gor- 
goxia in another Oration, but he prayed to neither. 
St. Baſil; St. Ambroſe ; St. F.Chryſoftom ; St. Hierom; 
St. AuguFin; they defired ſometimes that the Martyr 
or. Saint would joyn with them in their requeſts, but 
they were rather Raptwres and Wiſhes, than direQt 
Prayers; and their formal Petitions, but eſpecially 
thoſe of the Church, were only to God Almighty. 
They doubted whether the Saints conld hear them or no; 
and wererather inclined tobelieve that they could nor. 
The Adareſſes of the Mind, which the Church of Rome 
allows no leſs than the others to them, they look'd 
upon to be ſo peculiarly God's due, that they ſup- 
poſed he did not communicate them to the very An- 
gels that are in Heaven. They declared againft all 
thoughts of being aſlifted by the Merits of their Saints, 
or that. God would ever the more readily, or -indeed 
ſo ſoon accept their Prayers coming by the Interceſſi- 
on of another, as if they had gone themſelves di- 
realy to the Throne of Grace. In a word ; they ne- 
ver imagined that this was a Honour due to them ; but, 
on the contrary, conſtantly taught. that it was a Ser- 
vice belonging oxly to God Almighty. | 

Well therefore might * Monſieur Daill? refer the + 414 tt: i: 
beginnings of this Iavocation to theſe Men, whoſe in- # ie moſt be 
nocent Wiſhes, and Rhetorical Flights, being {till in- &7; 5 4 
creaſed by the Superſtition of after-Ages, hrſt gave c. 12. _ 
bugh to this Worſhip. Buc certainly the Romaniſts 
cannot with any reaſon alledze them in — of 
rielr 


Religions Worſhip to be paid to God only. 


their Error, till it be ſhewn either that we are miſ- 
taken in thoſe differences we have here declared to be 
between what they did , and what the Church of 
Rome now practiſes ; or that they are otherwiſe pro- 
ved to be ſy inconſiderable, as not to make any no- 
table alteration init. And yet that the Ages before 


_ knew nothing even of this, not only their confeſſed 


inabuyity to produce any Proofs from them of this Su- 
rſtition, but the contrary Teſtimonies of the un- 
doubted Writings of Ignatius, Tertullian, Clemens A- 


lexandrinus, Origen, Novatian, and Others, fo plainly 


ſhew, that it'ought not to be eſftcemed. at all raſh at 
this diſtance to aſſert, that 1n this very ſmall Change, 
the Fathers of the fourth Century, did certainly begin to 
depart from the Pradttice and Tradition of thoſe y > 
them. And if that Reaſon of the Church of Rome be 
of any ſtrength, why they pray'd not to the Holy 
Men under the Old 'Teſftament, viz. becauſe they were 
uot then admitted to the fight of God, and therefore ought 
not to be prayed to. It ſeems to us that not only the 
greater. part of the Primitive Fathers, but even thoſe 
very Men Monſieur de Meaux mentions, could not 
certainly have allowed ſuch an Invocation as is now 
uſed in their Church ; the moſt of them being noto- 
riouſly known, and even by their own Writers freely 
confeſſed, to have believed the ſame, That zeither do 
the Saints and Confeſſors of the Chriſtian Church any 
more enjoy the Preſence of God even now. . 

Thus much was thought fit to be ſaid to remove 
that Prejudice Monſieur de Meaux had thrown in the 
way. We go on now with him to conſider the Do- 
arine it ſelf, and what our Church's Opinion is of jt. 
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ARTICLE II. 
Of the Invocation of Saints. 


Te E Invocition of Saints, as it s ſtated by Mon- 
fieur de Meaxx, we look upon to be ane of thoſe 
Praftices which our Church ſtiles, © fond things, 
« painly invented, and grounded upon no Warrant of 


« Holy Scripture, but indeed repugnant to God's Word. Artic. XXII, 


Monſieur de Meaux himſelf dares not fay that they 
do or can ordinarily by any ability in themſelves, hear, 
ſee, or know, the Wants, State, or Prayers of Men 
upon Earth, to be mindfull of them unto God in Hea- 
ven. Nor can it ever be proved that by azy of thoſe 
ways which he propoſes, but ſeems himſelf not to lay 
any great ſtreſs upon, they are certainly and particu- 
ly communicated to them. +6 

We think therefore, that till this be cleared, it is 
_ too great a hazard toeave a Mediator, who both 
certainly knows our wants, and has promiſed to hear 
us; that has invited us, nay commanded us to come 
to him in all our Needs, to go to Interceſſors which 
God has no where appointed, and which we can ne- 


ver be ſure our Prayers ſhall come up to. . It ſuffi- -., 


ceth not that they may know ſome things, in ſome 
places, at ſome times, and of ſome Men extraordinarily, 
unleſs we could tell what Saints, and what things, and 
in what places, and at what times, they do know 
them. When this is cleared, it may then be more 
reaſonable to-deſire us to joyn with fo in-this-Ser- 
vice. In the mean time, -—_4 we ſhould not c_ 
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them with Idolatry meerly for this, yet we muſt 
feeds confeſs we cannot but think theſe Addreſles to 
be too full of hazard and uncertainty to venture any 
Requeſts at all, much leſs ſo many as they do every 
day,upon them. | 

In vain therefore does Monſieur de Meaux endea- 
vour to defend the Innocence of this Invocation, 
whilſt he forgets to ſhew us the Reaſonableneſf of it. 
We ſhould be pleaſed indeed to be aſſured of that; 
but we cannot be convinced that we ought to joyn 
in the Praftice till we are ſatisfied of the other too. 
And yet we cannot but regret, that if their deſign 
be truly no more than this, ro extreat the Saints to 
pray for them, we ſhould find the greateſt part of 
their Service addreſſing to them after ſo contrary a 
manner ; that they would jaterpoſe not only their 
Interceſſions,but their Merits too for their forgiveneſs: 
Not only that they would pray to God for them but that 
they would themſelves blefi them. That the Angels and 
« Saints would give them Strength, Grace, Health, and 
* Power. That St. Peter would have Mercy upon them, 
« ad open to them the Gate of Heaven. That the Bleſſed 
* Virgin would protett them from their Enemies, and re- 
* cerve them at their Death : Ina word, that ſhe would 


| This Paſſage © command her Son toforgive themby that Right which as 

is " — as &« « Mother (be had over him. Allwhich their very pub- 

Cir co- lick Rituals ſo far allow,thar the Service which is paid 
in 


ct 21-29 God in his Church by the Mediation of Chriſt, is 
infinitely exceeded by the Addrefles of this nature, 
through the Merits of the Virgin Mary,and of the Saints. 
Now if theſe Prayers Rraity no more than, as 
Maonfieur de Meaux expounds them, 70: entreat the 
-Szoxes £0 prey for them , why have we ſuch Scandal 
gen us mthe Praftice? If they intend really what 

we 
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The Invocation of Saints. 
we ſuppoſe, and what their words 'do certain! 
nify ; what Ingenuity can it be to hr i 
in the Declaration? However at leaſt they will pleaſe 


to excuſe us that we have fallen at ſo juſt a ſtumbling 
Block ; and charged them as derogating from the 


- Merits of Chriſt, whilſt they have ths cry'd up the 


Merits of their Saints, and of a Preſumption unwar- 
rantable, if not wholly Idofatrous, in deſiring any 
but yo Sane - _ and youny: and give them 
thoſe Bleſſings, whiC only has power to diſpenſe. 
4 When therefore we ſhall be certainly aflured 
that all that infinite number which the Church of 

Rome has canonized, are truly and infallibly Saints. 
2. When we ſhall be aſſured that theſe Saints do 
already enjoy the Preſence of God Almighty; a Circum- 
neceſlary 


ſtance which the Papiſts themſelves confeſs 


to warrant their Invocation. 

3. When it ſhall be made undoubtedly appear, that 
either by their own Knowledg, or by ſome other Reve- 
lation, they do ordinarily and particalarly anderfland all 
the Requeſts that are made to them ; ſothat we can be 
as ſecure of their hearing us, as when we deſive our 
Brethren upon Earth to pray for us. 

4. When the Liturgies of their Church Thall be 
reformed, and all thoſe dangerous ations of the 
Merit and Perſonal Affiffazceof theirSaints beremoved. 

5. When thoſe _ DoQrines, and yet more 
deſperate Addreſſes'of their Schook-men and Contro- 
vertiſts, which ſcandalize the more moderate even of 
their own Party, ſhall be cenfured. 

6. And Men taught to praftife this Invocation 
with ſuch Sobriety, as neither to make it ſofteohy and 
publickly their Worſhip as they :do, mor with any 
Opinion of being either 24 heard, or more Go 
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Fe »ſwered by this way of Addreſs, than by going 
<1 to God by obs Serine and only Mediator 
Jeſus Chriſt. | 


7. In a word, when even an Invocation ſo mode- 
rated, ſhall be ſhewn either to have been comman- 


ded by God Almighty, or to have been adviſed by 
his Apoſtles, or to have been prattiſed ordinarily and 
direitly by the moſt Primitive Chriſtians : Or laſtly, 
but to be no way injurious to'the excellent Goodneſs 
of that Interceſſor, who has ſo kindly invited, and 
even conjured us to come to Him in all our needs; 
Then will we not fail to joyn our Ora pro Nobis with 
them :. But till then we muſt beg leave to conclude 
with a Charity and Moderation, which we ſuppoſe 
they themſelves cannot but approve in us, That it is 


fond thing, vainly invented, and grounded upon nowarrant 


of Holy Scripture, but rather indeed contrary thereunto. 
And what we have now faid of their Prayers, we 
muſt in the next place apply to their Sacrifices too. 
To mention the Names of the Holy Saints departed in 
the Communion ; this we look upon to be a Pra&tice as 


tanocent as 'tis ancient. So far are we from condem- 


ning it in them, that we prattiſe it ourſelves. .- We 
wame them at our Altars, we give God thanks for their 
Excellencies, and pray to him for Grace to follow their 
Examples. But as we allow thus much to their Me- 
mories, {ſo we cannot but condemn that Pradice 
which Monſieur de Meaxx ſeems to have omitted, tho 
yet the chief thing that offends us ; that they recom- 
mend the Offerings whichthey make to God; through 
the Merits of their Saints which they commemorate, 
and defire that. by their Merits they may become a- 
yauable tothe Churches needs. As if Chriſt himſelf, 
whom they {ſuppoſe to be the Sacrifice, needed. the 
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Of Images and Relicks. 
Aſſiſtance of St. Bathildis or Potentians,to recommend 
him to his Father : @r, thatthe Merirs of an Offering, 
which they tell us is the very ſame with that of the 
roſs, ſhould defire the joynt Deſerts of a St. Martin 
to obtain our Forgiveneſs. 

They who ſhall conſider theſe things as they ought, 
will, we doubt not, confeſs that we have ſome. reaſon. 
to complain, both that they derogate herein from 
Chriſt's Merits, and attribute to their Saints more 
than they ought to do. , If this PraQtice be reformed, 
our Complaint,as to this point,ceaſeth. If it be not,in 
vai n does Monſieur de Meaux endeavour to perſwade 
us, that they only name their Saints to give God thanks. 
for their Excellencies, whilſt their publick PraCtice a- 


vows, that they deſire both the pardon of their Sins,. 
and even the acceptance of their very Sacrifices them- 


ſelves, by thetr Mediation. 


ARTICLE IV. 
Of Images and Relicks. 


VV the Opinion of the Church of Exgland 
is concerning the. Worſhip of Images and 
Relicks, will-need no-long Declaration to ſhew, they 


v3 


being joyn'd byiher inthe ſame Article with that of Artic, Xxu. 


the Invocation of Saints. before-mentioned, .and by 
conſequence, ſubmitted by her to the-ſame Cenſure.. 

| Bur:then, as we before complained, that both the 
Practice of their Church in the publick Liturgies of: 
it, and the. approved DoQrine.of their moſt repute( 
Writers, ſhould fo far contradict what Monſieur-4-. 


Meaux 
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Meaux would have us think is their 7 oy, in 
that Service; ſo we cannot but repeat the ſame Com- 

lainks in this : That if all theuſe their Church would 
nave made of Images and Relicks, be oxly t© excite 
the more lively in their Minds the remembrance of the 
Originals, not only the People ſhould be ſuffered to fall 
into ſuch groſs Miſtakes, as *tis undeniably evident 
they do, in their Worſhip of them ; but even their 
Teachers be permitted without any Reproof to con- 
firm them m their Errors. 

Has St. Thomas and his Followers, nay, and even 
their” Pontifical it ſelf , ever yet been cenſured - by 
them, for maintaining #- plain terms, that the Image 
of the Croſs ought to be worſhipped with the ſame Wor- 

ip as thet Swvtonr who ſuffered on it ? Have the Jeſuits 


been condemned for teaching Men to ſwear by it ? 


Does not their whole Church upon GoodFriday yet 
addreſs her ſelf to it in theſe very dangerous words, 
Behold the Wood of the Croſs ! Come, let us adore it. 
And do not their ACtions agree. with their Expreſſi- 
ons, and the whole Solemnity of that day's Service 


plainly ſhew, that they do adore it in the utmolt pro-- 
_ priety of the Phraſe? Does ſhe not pray to it, that 


in this tine of the Paſſion, it would ſtrengthen the Righ- 
tens, and give Purdon to the Guilty 7 Is the Hymn tor 
theday of the &y#vextion correted, wherein they pro- 
fels that he Croſs heals their Sickneſſes, ties up the Devil, 
and gives them Newneſs of Life ; and thereupon de- 
five it to ſave its Aſſembly, gathered togepher 42 its ho- 
1084 2. Is the iwaniner of confecrating them changed , 
if which they intreat God ro bleſs the Image of the 
Crofs which they there fanCtify, that #t may be for 


the eflabliſbneent of their Faith, an tworzuſe of ther good 


Works, the Redemption of their Souls, and their Pro- 


teftion 
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reifion ez4in/i the eruel Darts of the Enemy ? That 
Chriſt mould embrace this Croff, over which they pray, 
45 he did that upoiPwhich he ſuffer'd : That as by that 
be delivered the whole World from its Guilt ; ſo by the 
Merits of this, they who_dedicate it may receive remiſſiou 
of their Sins. In a word, that as many as bow dow 
before it, way find bealth bath of their Souls and Bodies 


it. . 

And is all this in good earneſt no more than zo e x- 
cite more lively in our minds the remembrance of Hin 
that loved ws, and delivered himſelf to the Death for as, 
and to teſtifie by ſome outward marks our acknow- 
kdgment of that favour, by humbling our ſelves in 
preſence of the Crolfs, to declare thereby our ſubmifſi- 
on to Him: that was crucified. 

Is not this rather, if not abſolutely to fall into, yet 
certainly too nearly to approach to that which Mon- 
fieur de Meaux himſelf confeſſes to be Idolatry, viz. to 
truſt in the Images as i there were ſome divinity or virtue 
joyned to them, and for which they not only ſhew all 
imaginable marks of outward Worſhip, by Kifſings,, 
Proftrations, and. the like Ceremonjes; but-make- as 
formal Addreſſes to them, and that in the publick 
Service of the Church, as to God himſelf? 

How this allow'd practice can be reconciled with 
the prohibition, of the Council of Trent, © Not.to be» 
« lieve any Divinity or Virtue tied to their Images for 
* which they ought to'be adored; nor to demand any 
* Grace of them, nor place any Truſt or Confidence in 
* them; Monſieur de Meaux may pleaſe to expound to 
us. In the meantime, as we are ſo far from condem- 
ning the making of all ſorts of Images,.that.we think 


it not any Crime to havethe Hiſtories of the Goſpel. 
catyed or painted in our very Churches, which the 
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Walls and Windows of ſeveral of them do declare : 


As we publickly uſe the ſign of the Croff 1n one of our 
very Sacraments, and cenſure no Man for praCtiſing 


" it, only without Superſtition, on any other occaſion: 


{o we cannot but avow the Scandal that is given us by 
thoſe DoQrines and Practices before mentioned; and 
that we think that Worſhip juſtly to be aboliſhed 
which the Primitive Church abhorred, and which at 
this day ſcandalizes not only ſogreat a number of Chy;- 
ſtians, but even our common Enemy the Jew & Turk: 
Ina word, which is ſo far from AP commanded by 
God, that it needs many nice Diſtinctions to render it 
not dire&ly oppoſite to an expreſs Prohibition ; and is 
therefore 1f not down-right Idolatry to thoſe who 
know how to dirett their Intention aright, yet to the 
Simple and Ignorant, that is, to the much greater 
number, and the moſt zealous praCtioners of this Ser- 
vice, ſo very near it, that the Generality of the wiſeft 
Papiits, xo leſs than We, complain of it. 

or the honour that is due to Reliques, no Proteflant 
wil ever refuſe whatever the Primitive Church paid 
them ; or may be fit to expreſs the Honour we ought to re- 
14in for thoſe Bodies that. by Martyrdom have been made 
Sacrifices to God Almighty. If this be all Mr. de Meaux 
deſires of us, we are ready to profels our Opinion, that 
we judg it to be neither offenſive ta God, nor fit to 
be ſcrupled by any good Man. 

. We believe that according to the Circumſtances of 
the Times, the Church may © teftify this Honour by 
* more or leſs outward Signs and Marks of ReſpeR. 
« And we do with ſatisfaQtion read that Declaration 
*of Mr. de Meanx, That we ought nor to be ſervilely 
f*ſubjeted: to theſe outward Ceremonies, but to be 


**mnvited by them to offer up toGod that reaſonable 


ſervice 
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& ſervice, in Spirit and in Truth, which he requires of us. 
And if this be the State of the Queſtion, we confefs the 
Explication of it has taken away a great part of the 
dithculty. th. 

But what then means the Council of Trey, to tell us, 
[That we are not only to honour them, but to worſhip theme 
too ? That by doing ſo, we ſhall obtain many Benefft; and 
Graces of God, "That theſe ſacred Monuments are n9t un- 
profitably revered, but are to be ſought unto for the obtain- 
ing their help and aſſiſtance ; to cure the Sick, to give Eyes 
to the Blind, Feet to the Lame, and even Life to the Dead. 
How comes it to paſs that their Church riot only ho- 
nours them, which we could allow, but carries chem in 
Proceſſons, makes Offerings to them, gives Indulgences 
to ſich as ſhall go to viſit them ; preſcribes Pilgrimages 
to them, {wears by them, touches their Beads,or.Hanker- 
ohiefs, with them to ſanCtify them ; thinks to obtain one 
Bleſſing by virtue of this Relick, another from that ; and 
the like ſuperſtitious uſages, which we ſuppoſe we have 
good reaſon with our Charch, to conclude to be. fozd 


* things, wvainly invented, and grounded upon xo Authority Artic.xxii, 


© of Holy Scripture, but indeed repugnant thereants. 

When therefore all thele Abules which we have named, 
and which Monſieur de Meayx ſeems content to allow 
with us to be ſuch, ſhall be corrected : When in the mat- 
ter of Images, 1. The Hymns and Addreſſes that teach: 
us, ſo contrary to the Spirit of Chriſtianity, to demand: 
Graces of them, and to put our Truſt in them, ſhall be 
reformed ; St. Thomas and his Abettors cenſured; and all. 
other Marks of an unwarrantable Worſhip be forbidden. 
2. When the Piftures of God the Father, and of the holy 


Trinity, 10 direaly contrary both to the- fecond -Com=- 


mandment, and to St. Paul's Do&trine, ſhall Ye taken a- 
way, and thoſe of our Saviour, and the bleſſed Saints be 


by all neceſſary Cautions rendred truly the Books, not 
H Srares 
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. Snares of the rant. When in points of Relicks, 


3. they ſhall be declarcd to have no ſazitifying Virtue in 
them : 4. Nor that they ought to be ſought to for any 
Aſſiſtance Spiritual or Temporal to be expeRQed from 
them. $5. When it ſhall be reſolved to be no mat- 
ter of Merit to go to viſit them: 6. Norany more ex- 
cravaant Indulgences be ſer forth for Pilgrimages un- 
to them: When all theſe things which Monlieur de 
Meaux paſſes over, and which yet are undeniably their 
Pra&tice and our Scandal, ſhall be corrected ; Then will 
we both believe and ſubmit to the reſt which he de- 
ſires of us : We will honour the Relicks of the Saints as 
the Primitive Church did : we will reſpect the Images of 
our Saviour, and the Bleſſed Virgin: And as ſome of us 
now bow towards the Altar, and all of us are enjoyned 


todo {d at the Name of the Lord Jeſus ; ſo will we not 


a King.18. 


fail to teſtify all due Reſpect to his Repreſentation. In 


the mean time, if the Outcries of their own Church at 
theſe Abuſes cannot prevail with them to redreſs them, 
et at leaſt they will confirm us in the Reformation we 
ve made of them ; and whilſt we find Hezekiah com- 
mended in the holy Scripture for deſtroying the Brazen 
Serpent, tho made by God's expreſs Command, and in 
ſome ſort deſervedly honourable for that great Delive- 
rance it brought to the Jews, Becauſe the Children of Iſrael 
offered "rms wa it. Weſhall conclude our ſelves to be 


by fo much the more juſtifiable, in that the Images we 


have removed were due only to the Folly and Superſtition 
of Men, and have been more ſcandalouſly abuſed, ro 5 
worſer and greater diſhondur of God. 
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ARTIC. V. Of Juſtification 


Tz E Dottrine of Juſtification is one of thoſe Points 
that deſerves our careful Conſideration ; as being not 


only one of the chiefeſt of thoſe Points wherein we ſuppoſe 
the Church of Rowe to have prevaricated the Faith, but 
as Monſieur de Meaux reraarks, oze of the firft that gave 
occaſion to that Reformation that was made from it. 

It is not neceffary to ſay to what ah Extravagance- the 
buſineſs of Pardons, Indulgences, and other means of /a- 
tisfying the Divine Juſtice, was arrived ; and how much 
more confidence the People generally put in the Inventi- 
ons of Men, than in the Merits and Satisfaftion of 
Chriſt. If they have been ſomewhat better inſtruted 
ſince; they may thank the Reformation for it : tho we fear 
all-the difference is, that they are ſomewhat more reſer- 
ved in expoſing theſe Follies now, but yet {till retain the 
Foundation of that Doctrine upon which they are built. 

We willingly allow Monfieur de Meaux this honour, 
that he has wn. £r the long .Decrees of the Council of 
Trent toa ſhort and eaſie Debate; and propoſed the things 
which contain our Difference with fiach: tenderneſs, as 
might invite us to cloſe with a great part of it, did not 
the Decrees of the Council ſeem too plainlyto refuſe Mon 
fieur de Meanx's Expoſition of them. 7” 

We believe with him, © Fhat our Sins are freely for- 
« civen by God's Mercy through Chriſt; and that none 
« of thoſe things which precede our Juſtification, whether” 
« onr Faith, or our good Works, could merit this Grace. 

« We are perſwaded that our Sins are not only covered, 
« but areentirely done away by the Blood of Jeſus Chrift. 

« We confeſs that the Righteouſnelg of Jeſus Chriſt is 


< not only imputed, but actually communicated to the . 


% Faithful, through the operation of the holy Spirit, in 
H 2 *©{o 


3 
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<« ſo much that they are not only reputed, but made juſt 
&© by his Grace | 

« We deny not that this Righteouſneſs is a true Righ- 
&« teouſneſs, even in the ſight of God ; becauſe hat it is 
© God who by Charity works it in us: only we think it 
withal ſuchas is too weak to obtain for us the pardon of 
our Sins, which Monſieur de Meanx ſeems content to con- 
fels with us. 

« We willingly acknowledg that our Righteouſneſs is 
* not perfeQ in this Life. Whilſt we are in the Body, 
«the Fleſh will luſt againſt the Spirit, and in manythings | 
< we ſhall offend all. The Life of a Chriſtian is a con- 
tinued ſtate of Repentance: and he muſt be too much 
opiniated of himſelf that refuſes to conclude with St. A4u- 
guſtine ; © That our Righteouſneſs in this Life, conſiſteth 
« rather in the Remiſhon of our Sins, than in the Per- 
«< fetion of our Vertue. - ; 

Ina ward ; the ſum of our Difference as to this Point, 
{ſeems to be this. Our Church by Ju#ification,underſtands 
only the Remiſſion of our Sins : We diſtinguiſh it from 
Santtification, which conſiſts in the produftion of the Hr 
bit of Righteouſneſs in us. We believe our Sins are par- 
doned only through the Merits of Chriſt imputed to us. 
And for the reſt, we ſay, that this Remiſhon of Sins is 
given only to thoſe that repent ; that is, in whom the 
holy Spirit produces the Grace of SanCtification, for a 
true Righteouſneſs and Holineſs of Life. = 

+,'The Church of Rowe comprehends under the rotion 

of Juſtification, not only the Remiſſion of Sins, but alſo 
the produttion of that inherent Righteouſneſs, which we call 
Saxttification. They {ſuppoſe with us, that our Sins arc 
forgiven only by the Satisfaction of Jeſus Chriſt. But 
then as they make that inward Righteouſneſs a part of 


| Juttification too ; fo by conſequence, they ſay our Juſti- 


fication'it ſelf is wrought alſo by our own good Works. 
It 
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' It appears by this, that were theſe things clearly ſta- 
ted, and diſtinguiſh'd the one- from the other, the diffe- 
rence between us, conſidered only in the Idea, would not 
be very great: And that we might ſafely allow whatſo- 
ever Monſieur de Meaux has advanced upon this point, 
provided it be but well and rightly explained ; tho in 
ſome thingshe has expreſſed himſelf after a manner un- 
uſual among us; and which we _— not ſo entirely 
conformable to the Expreſſions of holy Scripture. 

The ſum of all is this. Chriſt died, and by that 
Death ſatisfied the Juſtice of God for us, God therefore 
through the Merits of his Son, freely forgives us all our 
Sins, and offers us a Covenant of Mercy and Grace. By 
this Covenant, founded only upon the Death and Merits 
of Chriſt, he ſends us his Holy Spirit, and calls us pawer- 
fully to Repentance. If we awake and anſwer this 
Call, then God by his free Goodneſs juſtifies us ; that 1s, 
he pardons our Sins paſt, gives us Grace more and more 
to fulfil his Commands for the time to come ; and if we 
perſevere 1n this Covenant, crowns us finally with Eter- 
nal Life. And all this he is pleafed to do, not for any 
thing which we have,or can perform,but only through the 
Merits and SatisfaQtion of his Son by Faith applieed-to us. 

This 1s the Foundation wherein Monſieur de Meaux 
ſeems content to agree with us. We go on to ſee how the 
following Doctrine will ſtand upon this Foundation. * 


ARTIC. VE Of Merits. 


OR what concerns the Merits of Good Works, we are 
content to accept of Monſieur de Mcaux's Expoſiti- 

on ; © That eternal lite ought to: be-propoſed-to Man as 
* the Grace of God mercifully beſtow'd upon us through 
* Jelus Chriſt,. and as a recompence that is faithfully ren- 


© dred. 


pA | 
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« fred to their good Works, and to the merits of them 6, 
« vertye of Gods Promiſe. 

The word Merit we acknowledge to have been very 
antient in the Church; and tho to prevent thoſe miſtakes 
which many in thefe latter ages have made an occaſion 
of that expreſſion, we think it ſafer to diſcoutſe more re- 
ſervedly of the Merir,and preſs more firongly»the Neceſſity 
of good Works : Yet if it be underſtood fo as Monſieur 
de Meanx expounds it, That all our Merit derives its force 
only from the Merits of Jeſus Chriſt, who works in us both 


to will and to do; and when we have done, renders by the 


{ame Merits our good Works acceptable to God,and avail- 
able to our Eternal Life, we ſhall not be difficult toallow 
of it. 


works,that our Juſtification proceeds abſolate/y from God's 
Bounty and Mercy,and but accidentally only (in as much as 
God has tied himſelf by his Word and Promiſe to reward 
#hem) from our own Performances; We need no long ex- 
hortations to receive a Doctrine which we have always 
defended againſt fuch of the Church of Rome as have op- 
poſed it, and are not yet, that we know of, cenſured for 

their {@ doing. | 
That which we rejett is, © That we do as truly and 
* properly merit Rewards when we do well, as we do me- 
3 91 * rit Puniſhment when we do 1ll : ſo fays the Jeſuit Mal- 
oe i donate. © That gur Good Works do merit Eternal Life 
* condignly, not only by reaſon of God's Cavenant and Acrep- 
De Tuſif, © tation, but alfa by reaſon of the Work it ſelf, ſofays Car- 
L. 5. c. 17. dinal Bellarmine. All which Vaſquez ſums up in the three 
"IF >» tollowing Concluſions; 1. © That the Good Works of juſt 
q-114. d. © Perſons are of themſelves, without any Covenant or Accep- 
214: C: 5. © tation, warthy of the reward of Eternal Life, and have an 
* equal vajue of Condignity to the obtaining of Eternal 
& 7- «Glory. 2. That there comes no acceſſion of Dignity to 
F * the 
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*the Works of juſt Perſons by the Merits or Perſon of 
* Chrizt, which the ſame would not otherwiſe have,ifthey 
«had been done by the ſame Grace beſtowed freely by 
« God alone without Chriſt. 3. That God's Promiſe is «< ,. 
« indecd annex'd tothe Works of juſt Men, þurt yet be- 
«© longs no way to the Merit of them, but cometh rather 
*to the Works themſelves, which are already not only 
« worthy, but meritorious alſo. From all which he draws 
_ this remarkable Corallary ; © Seeing the Works of juſt Piþ.222.c. 
« Men,do merit Eternal Life, as an Equal Recompence 3337+ 

* and Reward, there i« no need that any other condign Merit, 
© {auch as that of Chriſt, ſhould Phy to the end that Eter- 
© nal Life might be rendred to them.-- Wherefore we never 
&« pray to God that by the Merits of Chriſt, the Reward 
« of Ecernal Life may be given to our worthy and me- 
*< ritorious Works ; but that Chriſt's Grace may be 
« oiven tous, whereby we may be enabled worthily to 
<* merit this Reward. | | 

This 1s that Doctrine of good Works which we moſt 
juſtly do deteſt: And if the Opinion of the Church of 
Rome be {o direQtly oppoſite to it as Monſieur de Meaux 
profeſſes, we are a little ſurpriſed that no Index Expurga- 
torizs, NO authentick Cenſure, has ever taken notice of ſo 
dangerous a Prevarication. But contrary-wile, theſe are 
the great Authors of their Pariy, approved, embraced, 
and almoſt adored, by the Greateſt and moſt Learned of 
that Communion. | 

Theſe are the Principles which we ſuppoſe to have 
been an unwarrantable derogation to the Grace of God, 
and diretly oppoſite to the nature of Juſtification by 
Faith in Chriſt, before eftabliſhed. And tho this point 
was far from being the only cauſe of our Separatiqn from 
their Communion, yet let Mr. we Meaux himſelf pleaſe 
to ſay, whether ſuch a Dcttrine of Merits as this were 


not ſufficient, if not to engage us wholly to leave a 
Church 
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' Church that taught ſuch things, yet at leaſt to diſſent 
from her in theſe Particulars. 


——_— 
m—_ —  — 


ARTIC. VII ec. Of Satisfaftions, 
Purgatory, and Indulgences. 


H E whole of this Point we think to be the advance- 
ment of a DoQrrine grounded upon no Autherity 0 
Holy Scripture, but on the contrary, derogatory to God's 
Mercy in Jeſus Chriſt, and, as the Doctrine of Merits 
before conſidered, inconſiſtent with the nature of that 
Juſtification we before eſtabliſh'd. ' 

Monſieur de Meaux was pleaſed there to tell us, of God's 
juſtifying us freely for Chriſt”s Merits : That our Sins are not 
only covered, but entirely done away by his Mercy ; and the 
Staner not only reputed, but made juſt by his Grace. We can- 
not but be troubled to ſce our ſelves ſo ſoon deprived of 
this excellent Hope ; and required our ſelves to fatisfy 
God's Juſtice here, which he aſſured us was entirely done 
tor us by Chriſt before. ; : 

* When Chriſt, ſays Monſieur de Measx,who alone was 
«able to make a ſuficient Satisfaction for our Sins, died 
* for vs ; having by his Death abundantly ſatisfied for 
< them, he became capable of applying that Satisfaftion 


*tous after two very diterent manners; Either by gi-* 


© ving us an entire Forgiveneſs of our Sins, without reſer- 


« ving any Pains for us to undergo for them ; or in chang- * 


«ing only a greater Pain into a lefſer, the Eternal Tor- 
* ments of Hell into a Temporal Puniſhment. 

* The former of theſe being the more extire, and 
& the-zore agreeable to*the Divine Goodneſs, he accor- 
+ dingly makes uſe of it at our Baptiſm: But we 


ſuppoſe he gives the {econd only to them who after 


Baptiſm 


# 
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Baptiſm fall again into ſin ; being in a manner forced 
toit through the Ingratitude whereby - they have a- 
buſed his former Gifts, ſo that they are to ſuffer ſome 
Temporal pain, tho the eternal be. remitted to them. 

This is a very great Dodtrine, and ought certainly 
to have ſome better Proof of it, than barely We ſup- 
poſe. However it be, our Church has declared its 
{elf of an opinion direly contrary : That ſince the 
abſolute forgiving of ſin is Con/eſſed to be the more 
perfe&t way, and more becoming the Divine Good- 
neſs ; and that God has never, that we know of, re- 
vealed ary other; but rather has conſtantly encou- 
raged us to expect his Pardon after the hrgeſt and 
moſt ample manner that it is poſſible for words to ſet 
forth : Weare perſwaded that accordingly whenever 
God do's pardon, itis in that way which is the molt 
ſuitable to his Divine goodneſs, and which alone he 
hath declarcd to us, that he do's it intirely for Chriſt's 
merits, not for any Works or Sufferings of our own. 

In vain therefore does Monſieur Je Meaux labour 
to reconcile this Dodtrine with Chriſt's abſolute Sariſ- 
faction. © We confeſs that we ought not to diſpute with 
* God the manner of his Diſpenſations : Nor think it at all 
« trange if he who ſhews himſelf ſo eafie at our Baptiſm, is 
" —_— more difficult for thoſe ſins which we commit 
« being Baptized. There is nothing in all this but what 
we could moſt readily allow of , were there but any 
tolerable Arguments to eſtabliſh the Doctrine that 
requires 1t. 

But whilſt this 1s fo deſtitute of all Prooof, that it 
is acknowledged to introduce a manner of forgiveneſs 
neither ſo intzre, nor ſo befitting Gods mercy as a to- 
tal remiſſion of the Puniſhment, together with the 
Guilt ;- whilſt we have the Suftcrings of Chriſt to re- 

| # 
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ſy upon, which are ſo far from needing any addition 


of our own , that they are Confeſſed to have been + 


- Super-abundant to whatever the divine Juſtice culop 


Concil. Trid. 
Sell. 14. c. 8, 


require of us ; Tho we can and do practice the {ame 
Diſcipline for the other benefits of it, viz. To ſhew 
our Indignation againſt our ſelves that we have offends 
ed, and to keep us trom ſinning for the future ; yet we 
cannot be ſo forgetful of our dear Maſter, as to pretend 
to any part in that Redemption, but only to enjoy the 
benefits of that forgiveneſs, which by his alone Me- 
rirs he has intirely purchaſed for us ; nor do we ſee 
any reaſon to believe that Gods Juſtice will require 
any more, than - what has been Super-abundantly paid 
upon the Croſs for the Iniquities of mankind. 

'Tis true, Monſieur de Meaux tells us, © That the 
© neceſſity of this Payment does not ariſe from any de- 
* feft in Chriſt's Satisfattion, but from a certain Order 
* which God has eſtabliſh'd ſer a ſalutary Diſcipline, and 
« to keep us from offending. 

This indeed were ſomething, would either Mon- 
fieur de Meaux have been pleaſed to ſhew us this E- 
ſtabliſhment, or had not the Council of Trent decl- 
red more, viz. © That the Fuſtice of God requires it; 
* and that therefore the Confeſſors ſhould be charged 
* to Proportion the Satisfaltion to the Crime. From 


L. 1. de purg. yhence Cardinal Bellarmine concludes, © That it is 


Cc. 14, 


*WWe who properly ſatisfie for our own fins, and that 
* Chriſts Satisfattzon ſerves only to make ours Valid. 
This is an Expoſition. ſomewhat different from Mon- 
ſieur-de Meaux's, who will have the Church of Rome? 
believe, © That we do not our ſelves ſatisfie in the leaſt 
* for our ſins, but only apply the infinite Satisfaction of 

* Chriſt to them. | 
Upon the whole it appears, 1. That theſe Penan- 
ces 


Ce 1 
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ces are not only a Salutary diſcipline, but a Satiſ- 
faiim too. 2. They change the Mercy of God into 
a forgiveneſs, that is confelſed neither to be in its 
ſelf PerfeF, nor ſo becoming the Divine goodneſs as an 
intire remiſſion of ſin , the Puniſhment as well as 
Guilt, would be. 3. Their Eſtabliſhment depends on- 
ly upon a humane Suppoſttion of its fitneſs ; and dero- 
gates from the very Foundation of that Covenant God 
hasentred into with us by Chriſt, © That he will bemer-y,, g, 2. 
* ciful to our unright2ouſneſs, aud our Sins and our T- 
* niquities he will remember no more. Upon all which 
accounts, tho we practiſe this Diſcipline for many o» - 
ther benefits of it, and wiſh it were univerſally Eſta- 
bliſhed not only in a more perfe&t manner than ei- 
ther in Ours or Their Church it 1s, but even m a 
ſtrineſs equal to what they tell us it is fallen from z Catech-cone. n 
yet we cannot believe, that by any of theſe things 
we are able to make a true and proper Satisfaction to 
God for ſin; which he peg do, © who Him- 
* felf bore our fins in his own Body upon the Croſs, and Hebr. to. 14. 
* by that one ſuffering, for ever perfefted them that are 


& Santtified, 


__— 


ARTICLE VIL 


Of INDULGE NCES. 


T HE Doctrine of Indulgences the Council of 
| Trent has-aſſerted only, not explained : Mon- ' 
ſieur de Meaux has ſtated it after a manner fo favou- 
rable to us, that I am perfwaded he will find more in 
his own Church than un ours to oppoſe his Doftrine. 
I 2 Ic 


Of Indulgences. 

It was the diſcipline of the Primitive Church, when 
the Biſhops impoſed ſevere Penances on the Offcnders, 
and that they were almoſt quite performed; 'if ſome 
great cauſe of pity chanced to arrive, or an excellent 
Repentance, or danger of death, or that ſome Martyr 
pleaded in behalf of the Penitent , the Biſhop did 
ſometimes /dulge him, that is, Did relax the remain- 
ing part of his Penance, and give him Abſolati:n. 

Monſieur de Meaux having this Pattern before his 
Eves, frames the Indulgences now uſed in the Church 
of Rome exactly according to it. * When the Church, 
* ſays he, impoſes upon finners hard and laborious Pe- 
< zances, and that with Humility they undergo them, thi 
* we call ſatisfattion; and when having regard either to 
< the fervour of the Penitents, or to ſome other good works 
* which ſhe preſcribes, ſhe relaxes ſome part of the Pu- 
"* #iſhment yet remaining ; This is called Indulgence. 

But to paſs by for the preſent thoſe abules that are 
every day made of theſe Indulgences, and which both 
the Council and Monſieur Je Meanx ſeem willing to 


have redreſſed ; ſuch eſſential differences we conceive }. | 


there are between the Indulgences of the Primitive, 
and thoſe of the Roman Church, that tho we readily 
enough embrace the One, yet we cannor but renounce 
and condemn the Other. 

In the Primitive Church theſe Indulgences were 
matters of meer diſcipline, as the Penances alſo were ; 
the One to correct the ſinner, and to give others cau- 
tion that they might not eaitly. offend ; the Other to 


. encourage the Penitent to honour the Martyr that in- 


terpoſed for his Forgiveneſs, or to prevent his dying 
without Abſolution. In the Church of Rome they are 
founded upon an Error in Doctrine ; that as their 


Penance is not matter of Diſcipline, only to corre 
- the 
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the ſinner, but to be undergone as a ſatisfaCtion to be 
made to God for the ſin ; fo their Indulgence is not 
given as Monſieur de Meaux expounds it, upon any 
conſideration had of the fervmur of the Penitent, to ad- 
mit him to Abſolution which he has already received, 
but by the application of the Meri's of their Saints 
who they ſuppoſe have undergone more temporal pu- 
niſhment than their ſins my dur" to tak# off that 
pain, which notwithſtanding their Abſolut ton, the ſin- 
ner ſhould otherwiſe have remained liable to. 

In the Primitive Church the Biſhop received the Pe- 
nitent to Abſolution, and the exemplarineſs of his Re- 
pentance, or the interceſſion of the Martyr that ſup- 
plicated for him, was the only conſideration they had 
for the Indulgence. In the Church of R-me the Indul- 
gence is to be had from the Pope only, in whoſe hands 
the merits of their Saints lye, the overplus of which 
are, they ſay, the Treaſure of the Church, to be diſpenſed 
upon all occaſions to ſuch as want , and upon ſuch 
terms as his Holineſs ſhall think fit to propoſe. 

In the Primitive Church theſe indulgences were ve-- 
ry rare, given only upon ſome ſpecial occaſions, and 
the Biſhop never relaxed the remainder of the Penance * 
he had impoſed, till the Penitent had performed a con- 
fiderable part of it, and ſhew'd by his contrition that 
It had obtained the effect of bringing him to a ſenſe 
of his ſin, and a hearty repentance jor it, which was 
the end they deſign'd by all. Ins the Rowan Church 
they are cry'd about the Streets, hung up in Tables 
over every Church Door,proſtituted for Money,offer d 
ro all Cuſtomers, for: themſelves or tor their Friends ; 
for the dead as well as the living ; and to viſit three 
Churches, ſay a Prayer before this Altar, at the other 
Saints Monument, in a third Chappel, is without m_ 

ace, 
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ado, through the extraordinary Charity that Church 
hath for ſinners, declared ſufficient to take off what- 
ever ſuch Puniſhment is dae for all the ſins of a whole 
Life. 

And here then let Monſieur de Meaux in conſcience 
tell us ; © 7s all this no more than to releaſe ſome part of 
< :he remaining Penance, in conſtderation of the fervour 
« of the*Penitent in performing the'reſt > Such Par- 

: dons as theſe we do certainly with Reaſon conclude, 

See Our 224 (; . : 

Pony to be fond things, wainly invented, and . Aya upon 
*© no Authority of Holy Scripture, but indeed repugnant 
* toGods Word. But tor the reſt, We profeſs our ſelves 
ſo far from being enemies to the Ancient Diſcipline of 
the Church, that we heartily wiſh to ſee it revived ; 
And whenever the Penances ſhall be reduced to their for- 
mer praftice, we ſhall be ready to give or receive ſuch an 
Indulgence as Monſieur de Meaux has deſcribed, and 
&s the Primitive Ages of the Church allow'd of. 


OE —————— 


ARTIE SS VAL 


Of PURGATORY 


UT the Temporal Pains which they ſuppoſe due 
B to-ſin, has yet another Error conſequent upon it. 
That ſince every man muſt undergo them according 
to the proportion of his ſins, if any one chance to dye 
before he has ſo done, he cannot paſs direcaly into 
Heaven, but muſt undergo theſe puniſhments firſt in 
the other Lite, and the place where theſe Puniſhments 
are undergone, they call Purgatory. - . 


So 


Of Purgatory. 

So that the Doctrine ghen of Purgatory, relies up- 
on that Satisfation which we our ſelves gre to make 
for our ſins, beſidewwhat Chriſt has done for us: And 
according to the meaſure that-that is either true or 
falſe, certain or uncertain, this muſt be ſo too : Since 
therefore Monſieur de Meaux tells us only, that the 
Church of Rome ſuppoſes the former to be true, they 
can only ſuppoſe the latter in like manner ; and there- 
fore till they are able certainly to aſlure us of that, 
we ſhall ſtill have reaſon to doubt of this. 

That the Primitive Church from the very ſecond 
Century, made Prayers for the dead, we do not deny ; 
But that theſe Prayers were to deliver them out of 
Purgarory, this we ſuppoſe Monſieur de Meaux him- 
ſelf will not avow ; it being certain that they were 
made for the beſt Men, for the Holy Apoſtles, the 
Martyrs and Confeſlors of. the Church, nay for the 
Bleſſed Virgin her felf, all which at the fame time 
they thought in happineſs, and who the Papiſts them- 
ſelves tell us never toucht at Purgatory. 

Many were the private Opinions which the parti- 
cular Chriſtians of old had concerning the Reaſon and 
Benefit of Praying for the dead. Some then, as we do 
at this day, only gave thanks to God for their Faith 
and their Examples. Others prayed for them, either 
for the Bodies Reſurrection, or for their acquitting at 
the final Judgment, as ſuppoſing it to be no way unfit 
to pray to God for thoſe very Bleſſings which he has 
abſolutely promiſed and reſolved to give.Some thought 
an Increaſe of Glory might be obtained to the Righ- 
teous by their Prayers. All believed this, that it teſti- 
fied their hope of them, and manifeſted their Faith 
of that Future Reſurrection which they waited for ; 
and in the mean time maintained a kind of Fellowſhip 


and. 


Si 
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and Communion between theMembers of Chriſt yet 
alive, and thoſe who were departed only, not loſt by 


death. 
But then it is to be obſerved, that when they moſt 


ordinarily prayed tor the dead, yet was there nothing, 


determined as to this Point ; all was left to the Piety 
and Opinion of particular men, nor durſt they abſo- 
lutely reſolve whether the dead received any benefit 
by them ; as both the learned of the Church of Rome 
themſelves Conteſs, and the Writings of Primitive 
Antiquity, even to St. Auzuftine himielf, uridoubted- 
ly ſhew. IT 

Now as there is none of us that will condemn the 
Charity of any man, to pray, or faſt, or afflit him- 
ſelt for the Pardon and Forgiveneſs of his Friends, his 
Countrey, or his Church, 1o it be done without apy 
fond Opinion of Merit or Satisfattion, and to hope too 
by ſuch Prayers to obtain God's mercy for them : So 
it any one will put up his particular Requeſts for the 
dead too, for any of thoſe ends for which the Primi- 
tive Chriltians did, we ſhall not condemn him. Only 
let not that be made an Article of owr Faith which 
we can never be aſſured of, and which when it was 
moſt Prattiſed, was received only as a private Opinion, 
and in a Senſe far different from what 1s now aſſerted; 


' Anil for the reſt We ſhall not refuſe to Conſent to any 


Liberty wherehy Peace may be obtained , and our free 


Fuſtification by Faith in Chr:ft not injured. 


PARTI 


33 


PARTI. 


SACRAMENTS. : 


ARTICLE It 


Of the Sacraments in General. 


'T5 Doctrine of the Sacraments has always been 
eſteemed one of the maſt conſiderable obſtacles 
to our union with the Church of Rome.We cannot ima- - 
ine why Monſieur de Meaux ſhould inſinuate as if our 
| Sfoutes about theſe, except it be in the point of the Eu- 
chariſt, were not ſo great as at other matters, unleſs it S 
be to ſerve for an excuſe fof his own paſling ſo lightly a 
over them,or to make us leſs careful in examining their 
Doctrine. 
The Sacraments of the New Teſtament, in that 
proper ſenſe in which we now take the word, we have 
always look'd upon to be not only © Holy Signs to re- 
< preſent and confirm to us the Grace of God, but al- 
© {o effeftual Tokens of his good Will tous, by which 
* he does work inviſibly in us, and ſtrengthen and 
* confirm our Faith in him. 
To obtain the benefit of the Holy Sacraments, we 
cannot believe it to be enough that we have xo 2// 
diſpoſition, but do ſuppoſe that it is a ſufficient Obſtacle 
if we have not a god ove. We confeſs that the Faith 
of 
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Of the Sacraments in General. 


of the Church, and thoſe who preſent them to Baptiſm, 
is all that is required to prepare Infants to receive the 
ſpiritual Regeneration which thar Sacrament confers, 
But for thote who by age are capable of it, we ſuppoſe 
both in Baptiſm and in the holy Euchariſt, an actual 
faith of Gods Promiſe annexed to the outward ſigns 
which we receive, to be indifpenſably neceſlary tor 
the partaking of their effects. 

And tho it the reſt beagtced, we ſhall notdefire to 
determine any mans bcliet, as to the manner how the 
Sacraments confer that Grace which God has promi- 


ſecl by them; yet we judg jt more agreeable to the Ang- 


logy of our Faith to fay, That upon the performance 
of the outward Ceremony, God beſtows the inward 
Bleſſing ; than that. the Bleſſing is conferr'd by Y;rtue 
of the Words which are pronounced, aud the attion which 
is done tous, as Monſieur de AHeaux has expounded it. 

We do not by this at all take off from the virtue 
of the outward figns. We contels, © That beſides the 
* inward Preparation,there is _— for our SanRt- 
< fication a ſpecial operagggy of the holy Spirit, and an 
* application of 'Chriſts Mevits by the means of the holy 
Sacraments. This we are ſo-periwaded of, that we pro- 
feſs them to be *.* neceſſary ro Sa{vation, infomuch that 
whoſoever cither careleſly-negleRts, or pretumptuoully 
deſpiſes the uſe of them, will in vain expect it Ly any 
Other MEANS. 

For the number of theSacraments,we acknowledg 0#- 
ly zwoas generally neceſſary to Salvation; and arc ſurpri- 
zed to ſee the Council of Trext damning all fuch as will 
not receive a number, which neither has the Scripture 


any where declared ; nor was it, that we know of;till 
'the very 12th Century ever heard of in the Church. 


* Hugo de St. Victor is the firſt that we can ind it 1, 


1130 Years after Chriſt ; |} Lombard and the School- 
men 


>. & @ @ ©, oi rr 
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men follow'd him. Pope * Eugenias in his inſtructions * ms 1433. 
in nc, 21OT- 


to the 4rmenians gave yet more countenance to it; but 
that all thoſe Ceremonies which'the Church of Rowe 
now receives are truly and properly Sacraments, and 
that there te neither more nor leſs than Sever, never 
any one abſolutely determined, till the Council of 
Trent firſt Canonically decreed it , and commanded 
the Church under an Azathema to receive it. | 
The ſpecial conſideration of their five pretended 
Sacraments, will give us ah opportunity more parti- 
cularly to eſtabliſh that rjumber we our ſelves propoſe. 
This preſumption of the truth we muſt not omit 
here, That not only the Ancient Fathers of the Church 
whenthey ſpeak of the Sacraments properly as we now 
do, mention only Baptiſm and the Lords Supper ; but 
even the Papiſts themſelves who eſtabliſh more, yet 
confeſs theſe to be ſo far the Principal, that our own 


Article fays but little more, than what their greateſt 


Scho:lmen have voluntarily confeſſed. 


ARTICLE X. 
Of BAPTISM: 


HIRF ſtri& our Church is in maintainng the 
neceflity of Baptiſm, the-very Office by which 
we do adminiſter it, ſufficiently ſhews. We declare 
that © all men ar@ conceived and born in fin, and that 
* none can enter into the Kingiom of God, except he be 
* regenerate and born anew of Water, and of the Spirit. 
This is the Law of Chriſt which the Eternal Truth 
has eſtabliſhed ; and whoſoever ſhall preſume to op- 

poſe it, let him be Anathenra. | 
But now as all other Laws, fo this of Chriſt, muſt, 
we think, be interpreted according tothe rules of na- 
K 2 turs! 


of Pub, Bapr. 
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tural Equity. The Ancient Church conſtantly pro- 


felled her belief, that Martyrdom excuſed the defect 


of Baptiſm. Many of the Paplſts themſelves ſuppoſe, 
that the defire of it, when by ſome unavoidable ne. 
ceſſity rhe Sacrament its ſelf cannot be obtained, ſhall 
be reputed for it. Monſieur de Meaux inſmnuates that 
the Aﬀs of Faith, Hope, and Charity, may ſupply the 


-Ep. 76.ifit want of it. *.” St. Bernard plainly concludes the ſame, 
>< indeed his « 1f (ys he, a man deſirous of Baptiſm be ſuddenly 


«cut off by death,in whom there wanted neither ſound 


« Faith, nor devout Hope, nor ſincere Charity ; God be” 


« Merciful unto me, and pardon me ifI err, but verily 
&« of ſuch a Ones Salvation in whom there is no other defet 
* put his faultleſs lack of Baptiſm, deſpair I can nor 
* induce my mind to think his Faith void, his Zope con- 
<« founded, and his Charity fallen to nothing, only be- 
* cauſe he hath not that which »ot contempt, but impoſe 
* fbility with-holdeth. ERP 

When therefore ſo many ways: have been allowed 
to excuſe the defect of Baptiſm, tho our Church has 
rather taken all imaginable care that Infants ſhall not 
die without it,than preſumed raſhly to determine what 
ſhall become of them if they do; yet we cannot but 
condemn the uncharitableneſs of the Church of R-me 
in © Excluding them from all Part in Faſus Chriſt, and 
denying that Mercy to a tender and impotent Age, 
which they ſo liberally extend to thoſe of Riper years. 

If not the Wart but the Contempt of this Sacrament 
be the only thing thatis damnable, to be ſure no-Con- 
tempt of Baptiſm can be in them. It the defire of 
Baptiſm in thoſe that are capable of it, is by many of 
the Church confeſled to be reputed for Baptiſm; why 


* ſhall we not hope that God who is all merciful, will 


accept the Defire of the Church, and of their Parents 


in their behalf, who by their Age are not capable to 
have 
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have any of their own. || If Faith; Zope, and Charity, || By Monſieur 
as Monſteur de  Meanx himſelf implies, may excuſe — —_ ſee 
them who actually have theſe Graces, tho they want 
this Sacrament ; why may not that Faith, that Hope, 
that Charity of the Church, which being imputed to 
them renders them capable of Baptiſm, be as effetual 
to ſtand inſtead of it to them,as their own proper Faith 
for Others, if a neceſlicy which could not be avoided 
prevents 1t-? . 
In a word, Since ſuch is the Mercy of God, that to 
things altogether impoſſible he bindeth no man; but 
where what he commands cannot be performed, ac- 
cepteth of our Will to doit inſtead of the Deed. 2. Sce- 
ing God's Grace is not ſo abſolutely tyed to the Sacra- 
ments, but that many exceptions have been, and are 
ſtill confeſſed to be ſufficient to obtain it, without the 
external Application of them : Seeing, 3. St. Paul has ; cor. 7: 
told us that the Seed of faithful Parentage is Holy from 
the wery Birth, as being born within the Covenant of 
Grace; Tho we determine nothing; yet we think it 
the part of Charity,not only to take all the caxe we can 
to Preſent our Infants to Baptiſm whilſt they live, but 
- if by any. unavoidable neceſlity they ſhould die without 
it, *ro Hope well of them: Remembring that Judg- 
ment of God, Exod. 4. who when M:/es neglected to 0p — 
Circumciſe his Son, ſpared the Child in that he was arc. Ords 
innocent, but ſought to kill Mvſes for his careleſneſs in Bapr. Infanr. 
the Omiſſion. toni 209 
A neceſlity therefore of Baptiſm we conſtantly he C. of R. of 
maintain ; but abſolutely to determine that all thoſe ***/ame Opi» 
who die without it, are excluded from the Grace of 
* Chriſt, neither will Monſieur de Meanx preſume to do 
of Men, nor dare we much leſs to affirm it of Infants. 
The Lutherans condemn the Anabaptiſts tor rrefuting 
Baptiſm altogether ro Chuldren, which we allo con- 
| demn 
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demn in them. But that therelore they make no al- 
lowance for extraordinary caſes, where both the 
Churchand the Parents defired to have Baptized them, 
only that ſome unavoidable Accident prevented it,nei- 
Conſult Art.g. ther did Caſſander believe, nor do the terms of their 
Confeſſion at all require. For the Calvini/?s, fo far were 
they from being the Authors of this charitable opt- 
eGerfes. Ga nion towards Intants dying unbaptized, 7hat many of 
briel Biet, Ca. 7he 12ſt Eminent men of the Church of F Rome have long 
jeran, and o- before them maintained the ſame. 
hers.  Toconclude,If Monſieur fe Mexnx himfelf do's in 
good earneſt believe the danger fo great as he pretends; 
may he then pleaſe to conſider, What we are to Fuds 
of thoſe who in ſo many places have nt left any Miniſters 
at all to confer this Sacrament. For our parts we freely 
eclare their hazard tobe infinitely greater than either 
the Childrens or their Parents ; who are fo far from 
that indifference Monſieur de Meaux moſt injurioufly 
charges them-with, that in places where publick Mt 
niſters reſide,that they have the opportunity to do it, 
they faiknot with all imagmable care to Preſent them 
in the Ambaſſadors Chappels to Baptiſm, if they have 
but the leaſt apprehenſion that they are not in a con- 
dition to be carried to their own Temples, 


es 


ARTICLE Xt 
Of CONFIRMATION. 


5 O clear our way to that particular Examinati- 

on that is neceſſary of the following pretended 
Sacraments of the Roman Church, it will be neceſlary 
to obſerve, that by their own confeſſion theſe three 
things are ablolutely required to the Eſſence of a 7rue 
Srxcrament. 1, Chrift's Inſtitution, 2, An ontward and wvi- 


fable 


Of Confirmation, 


fible Sign. 3. Au inward and ſpiritual Grace by Chriſt's 
promule annexed to that Sign. 

We cannot but admire, that neither in the Council 
of Trent, or in the Catechiſm, made by its Order, is 
there any Attempt to prove either of theſe fromthe 
Holy Scripture as to the Point of Confirmation. It” 
was fo much the more neceſſary to have done this, 
in that Maxy of the greateſt Note in the Roman Church 
had denied the Divine Inſtitution of it 5 and ſome of 
them were approved by the Zoly See its ſelf that did 
it. 7he outward Sign has been none of the leaſt Con- 
troverſies that have exerciſed their own Pens : and 
indeed ſince they have laid aſide that of Tmpo/ttion of 
hands which they confeſs the Apoſtles uſed ; it was 
| but reaſonable to have ſhewn us ſome Authority for 
that other they have eſtabliſhed in its ſtead, What 
Monſieur de Meaux expounds, is a clear Vindication 
of our Practice, but detends nothing of their own 
Dodatrine., 

That we think it to have begy an Ancient cuſtom 
in the Church, and which the very Apoſtles thems, 
ſelves Practiſed, to /ay hauds on thoſe that had been 
Baptized ; and 'in imitation whereof we our ſelves at 
this day do the like, the Practiſe of our Church fut- 
ficiently declares. 

We confeſs that the uſe of Chriſm in Confirmation 
was very Ancient, yet ſach as we deny to have been 
Apoſtelical. We do not our {cves uſe it, yet were that 
all the difference between us, we ſhould be far from 
judging thoſe that did. | 

The Diſcipline of our Church allows none that 1s 
not of the Epiſcopal Order to Confirm. And for 
the benefit of it,as the Biſhop prays to God tor his Holy 
Spirit to afliſt us in the way of Vertue and Religicn, to 
Arm us againit Temptation, and to enable us to keep 

our 
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our Baptiſmal Covenant which we then(our ſelves repeat, 
and ) zx the Preſence of the Church openly ratifie and con- 
firm: So we Piouſly hope that the Bleſſing of the Holy 
Spirit deſcends upon us,through his Prayer for all theſe 
great Ends; both to ſtrengthen the Grace we already 
have,and to increaſe it in us to a more plentiful degree. 


— 
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Fe R Penance and Confeſſion, we wiſh our Diſcipline 
were both more ſtrictly required, and more duly 
obierved than it is. TheCanons of our Church do per- 
haps require as much as the Primitive Chriſtians them- 
ſelves did: and it is more the decay of Piety in the 


People, than any want of Care in her, that they are. 


not as well and regularly Practiſed. 
We do not believe Penance to be a Sacrament after 
the ſame manner that Baptiſm and the Holy Eucha- 


Tiſt are ; becauſe neither do we find any Divine Com- 


mand for it, nor is there any Sign in it eſtabliſhed by 
Chriſt, to which his Grace is annexed. We ſuppoſe 
that if the Ancient Church had eſteemed it any 
thing more than a part of Chriſtian Diſcipline, they 
would not have preſumed to make ſuch changes in 
It, as in the ſeveral Ages it is evident they did. 

The Primitive Chrittians interpreting thoſe places 
of * St. Matthew and St. Fohn, which Monſieur de 
Meaus; mentions, of publick Diſcipline, and to which 
we ſuppoſe with them they principally at leaſt, if not 
only refer, at firſt Practiſed no other. For private 
faults, they exhorted their Penitents to Confels them 
to God, and unlefs ſome particular Circumſtances re- 
quired the Communication of. them to the Prielt , 
plainly 
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| phinly Ggnified that that Confeſſion was nat only in its 
felf ſufficient, but in effe&t was more agreeable tro Holy 
Scripture, than any other. | 

| If the Conſcience indeed were too much burdened by 
ſome Great fault ; or that the Crime committed was xofort- 
oufly Scandal-us,then they adviſed a Confeſſion to the Prieſt 
too. But this was not to every Prieſt, nor for him juſt to 
hear the Confeſſion, and then without more ado to fay 
I abſolve thee ; They preſcribed in every Church ſome 
Wiſe Phyſician of the Soul on purpoſe for this yu 
charge, that might pray with the Penitent ; might di 


it ; and finally, after a long Experience, and a ſevere Judg- 
ment, give him Abſolution. 

This was the Practiſe of the Eaſtern Church; till upoa 
occaſion of a certain ſcandal, Nefarius firſt began to wea- 
ken it in his Church at Conſtantinople ; and St. F. Chry- 
fſoſtome his Succeſſor ſeconded him in it. They reduced 
the Practice to what it had been in the Beginning ; that 
open and ſcandalous Sins ſhould be openly puniſhed by 
the pablick Diſcipline of the Church, and the private be 
confeſſed only to God Almighty. 


Yet ſtill the publick Confeſſion remained in the Pra- 


Ctice of the Weftern Church. Pope Leol. to take away 
the occaſions of Fear and Shame that kept many from 
the exerciſe of it, firſt ordered, that it ſhould be ſufficient to 
confeſs to God and the Prieſt only ; which is the firſt plau- 
ſible Pretence offered by them for Auricular Confeſſion. 
Thus this PraQtiſe, now ſet up for a Sacrament inſti- 
tuted by our Saviour, and abſolutely neceſary to obtain 
God's pardon, firſt began. But the Performance of it was 
yet left to every Mans liberty. About 1215 Years after 
Chriſt, the Council of Lateran firſt commanded it to be 
of neceſſary obſervance : But we do not find that till the 


Council of 7rext in the laſt Age, it was ever required 
L © 


rect - 
him what to do to obtain Gods favour ; might aſliſt him in - 
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be received abſolutely as a Sacrament of Divine Inſtitution, 
and neceſſary to Salvation. | 

This ſhort View of the Practiſe of Antiquity in this 
point, may be ſufficient to ſhew, that unleſs it were the 
publick power of the Church to cenſure open and ſcanda- 
lous Offenders, which was the Key of Diſcipline our Blefſed 

Saviour left to it ; for the reſt, ſeverai Churches and Ages 
had their ſeveral Practifes. They adviſed private Contefli- 
on as upon many accounts which Monſieur de Meaxx Re- 
marks, aud which we willingly allow, very uſetul to the 
Penitent : but it was not for above a' 1000 Years ever 
looked upon as abſolutely neceſſary, nor by conſequence as 
Sacramental. | 

The Church of Enzland refuſes no ſort of Confeſſion ei- 
ther publick or private, which may beany way necefſa- 
ry to the quieting of mens conſciences; or to the exer- 
ciſing of that Power of binding and looſing, which our Sa- 
viour Chriſt has left to his Church, 

We have our Penitential Canons for publick Offenders : 

We exhort men if they have any the leaſt doubt or ſcru- 

ple, nay ſometimes tho they have none, but eſpecially be- 


Hare they receive the Holy Sacrament, to conteſs their ſins: 


We propoſe to them the benefit not only of Ghoſtly Advice 
how to manage their Repentance, but the great comfort 
of Abſolution too,as ſoon as they ſhall have compleated it. 

Our form of Abſolution after the manner of the Ea- 
ſtern Church at this day, and of the Univerſal Church 
for above 1200 Years, is Declarative rather than Abſolute. 
Whilſt we are.unable to ſearch the Hearts of men, and. 
thereby infallibly to diſcern the ſincerely contrite, from 
thoſe that are not ; we think it Rafhneſs ro pronounce a 
definitive Sentence in God's Name, which we cannot be. ſure 
that God will always confirm. 

When we vitjt our Sick, we never fail to exhort them 
to-make a;/pccial Confeſſion-of their ſins to him _ _ 
niſters 
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niſters to them : -And when they have done it, the Ab/o/u- 
tiow is ſo full, that the Church of Rome its ſelf c ould not 
deſire to add any thing to it. | 

For the reſt ; We think it an wmneceſſary Rack to mens 
Conſciences to oblige them where there is no ſcruple, to re- 
veal to their Conteſſor every the moſt ſecret fault, even 
of Wiſh or Deſire, which the Church of Rome exacts: 
Nor dare we pronounce this Diſcipline Sacramental, and 
neceſſary to Salvation ; ſo thata contrite Sinner, who has 
made Ccenbthes to God Almighty, ſhall not receive a 
Pardon, unleſs he repeat it to the Prieſt too. 

. This we muſt beg leave with aſſurance to fay is diredtly 
contrary to the Tradition of the Church, and to many 
plain and undoubted places of Holy Scripture. And if 
this be all our Reformation be guilty of, "Chat we adviſe 
not that which may Torment and Diſtra&t, but is no way 
apt to ſettle mens conſciences, nor require that as indiſpen- 
fably neceſſary to Salvation, which we find no where com- 
manded by God as ſuch, we aſſure Monſieur Je Meaux we 
ſee no cauſe at all cither to regret the Loſs, or to be aſha- 
med of the Change. . | 
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ARTICLE MM 


Q/ Extreme Unfiion. 


F all thoſe pretended Sacraments of the Roman Church 
that have no foundation in holy Scripture, this ſeems 
to ſtand the faireſt for it. Here is both an outward and 


viſible Sign, and an inward and ſpiritual Grace ticd to it. 


Inſomuch that Monſieur de -aux himſelf, who never 
attempted to fay any thing of it in the two foregoing 
Inſtances, yet fails not to putus in mind of it in this. 

To interpr-t rightly that place of St. Fames which is 
alledged to prove it, we mult remark, that anointing with 


Li Oy; 


James 5 14, 


t5. 
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Oy! was one of thoſe Ceremonies uſed by the Apoſtles in 

* working their miraculous Cures, Mark 6. 13. They caſt oat 
devils, fays the Evangeliſt, and anointed many ſick perſons 
with Oyl, and cured them. Sometimes they uſed only Impe- 
ſition of hands, and fomertimes they did it without either. 
Together with theſe outward /rgns they uſually added 
Prayer too, ſome Inyocationeat lealt in the name of Feſus 


Chriſt,as the more ſubſtantial and more effectual Aſſiſtance, 
Sothat St. James's Direction there, ”-/f guy man be ſick, * 


* Jet him cal for the Elders of the Church, and let them pray 
* over him, an-inting him with Oyl in the name of the Lord, 
&« and the Prayer of Faith ſhall ſave the ſick, and the Lord 
&« /hall raiſe him up; reierring as 1s evident to thoſe mira- 
calous cures which the Apoſtles and their Succeſlors in the 
Primitive Church wrought by ſuch anointing : We look 
upon it, that the advice, in as much as it belonged to that, 
could neither. have been the Inſtitution of a Sacrament 
at all; and that together with the miraculous power of 
healing, it is now long ſince'ceaſed in the Church. 
 . Monſieur de Meaux ought not to refuſe this Interpretg- 
* Vid Sacram, £10n : .*. The Ancient Rituals of the Reman Church for 
Greg. p.66-Er above $00 Years after Chriſt, ſhew that they eſteemed this 
9s pF _ to be the meaning of it: they underſtand it plainly of 
Inebe.2. MSS. bodily Cures, and Cardinal Cajetar himſelf freely conteſles 
wy ejaſd, that it can belong 6 no _ | 
#4 Our Saviour and his Apoſtles, whenghey thus miracu- 
_— louſly healed the infirmity of the ge the ſame time 
forgave the ſin of the ſoul too; For this cauſe St.Fames adds, 
*And if he have committed fins, they ſhall be forgiven him. 
"Tho this extraordinary Power be now ceaſed both in 
the One and the Other kind, yet we ſtill endeavour to 
perform whatever we are capable of on theſe occaſions ; 
We ſend for the Elders of the Church when we are ſick, 
they pray over us; if weſtand charged with any private 
ſins, or publick Cenfures, we confeſs them to them, mn 
they 
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Of Marriage. 
they fail nos by their Abſulution, as farus in them hes, to" 
forgive us. |; 
This is all, we think, is now remaining for us to fulfil of - 
what this Text requires ; We- axoint not our fick for the 
recovery of their bodily. health, as St. James here preſcri- 
bed, becauſe the miraculous power of healing, to which 
that Ceremony miniſtred, is ceaſed in the Church. We 
pray over them if it pleafe God for the recovery of their 
preſent Health, but eſpecially for their Eternal Salvation : 
We exerciſe the power of the Keys to the forgiveneſs of their 
ſins, becauſe the benefit of this is the fame now that ever 
it was; Chriſt's Promiſe remains, and whilſt we piouſly 
make uſe of the ſame means, we doubt not but it ſhall be 
to the like Effect. 


AETICIE BK 


Of MAARIAGE. 


FE OR the point of Marriage, Monſieur de Meaux ſays 
nothing but what we willingly allow of : We deny 
that it is a *. Sacrament after the ſame manner that Baptiſm -.:Lomb. of 
and the holy Euchariſt are, becauſe it both wants an out- _— "Sony 
ware ſign, to which by Chriſts Promiſe aBleſing is annex'd ; ons 


— 


+ and 1s ſo far from being generally neceſſary to Salvation as 


they are, and as we ſuppoſe all true and proper Sacra- 
ments ought to be, that the Church of Rowe has thought 
fit to deny one of the moſt conſiderable parts of their 
Communion altogether the uſe of ir. 


ARTICLE It 


Of Holy Orders. 


6 4 FE Impoſition of Hands in holy Orders, being ac- 
compamed with a Bleſſing of the Holy Spirit. may 


— 


perhaps upon that account be called a kind of # articular 


Saerde 
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Of the Euchariſt. 


Sxcrameat, Yet fince that Grace which is tHfereby can- 
terr'd, whatever it be, is not common to all Chriſtians, 
nor by conſequence any part of that federal blefiing which 
our Bleſſed Saviour has purchaſed for us ; but only a ſepa- 
ration of him who receives it to a ſpecial Employ; we think 
it ought not to be eſteemed a common Sacrament of the 
whole Church, as Baptt/m and the Lords Supper arc. 

The outward fign of it we confeſs to have been utally 
Impoſition of hands, and as fuch we our ſelves obſerve it ; 
Yet as we do not read that Chriſt himſelf inſtituted that 
ſign, much lels tied the promiſe of any certain Grace to 
it ; ſo Monſteur fe Meaux may pleaſe to conſider, that 
there are many of his ow# Communi:n, that do not think 


it to be eſſential to holy Orders, nor by conſequence the' 


outward ſign of a Sacrament in them. 
We confeſs that no man ought to exerciſe the Miniſte- 


_ rial Ofſice ti!l he be firſt conlecrated to it. We believe 


that it 15 the Biſhops part only to ordain. We maintain 
the diſtintion of the ſeveral Orders in the Church ; and 
tho we have none of thoſe below a Deacon, becauſe we 
do not read that the Apoſtles had any, yet we acknowledg 
the reſt to have bcen anciently received in the Church, 
and ſhall not therefore raiſe any controverſie about them. 


| ARTICTE NL 


Of the EUCHARIST. 
Aud firft of the Explicaticn of thoſe Words,This is my Body. 


N our entry upon this Point, we cannot but teſtifie our 
F juſt regret, That this holy Sacrament which was 
deſigned by our Bleſſed Saviour not only to be the greateſt 
aſſurance of his love to us, but the ſtrongeſt Engage- 
meats of our Charity to one another, ſhould have become 
the chicteit ſubject of our contentions, and widened that 
breach which 1t ought to have cloicd. 


— 


Monſieur 


Of the Euchariſt. 47 
Monſieur de Meaux who grounds his opinion of the Cor- 
poreal preſence of Chriſt in this Holy Euchariſt, upon the 
words of Inſtitution, which he contends ought to be lit- 
terally underſtood, yet propoſes two Caſes wherein he 
ſeems to allow it might have bcen lawſul to forſake the 
Letter. We will joyn iſſue with him upon his own terms, 
and ſhew, © x. 7 t there are ſuch grounds in thoſe words 
* for a fizarative Mov arvrarior/as naturally lead to it.2.That 
& when we come to conſider the Intentioa of our Saviour in 
&* this holy.Sacrament, we are yet mire ſtrongly confirmed in it. 
[t is conſe{ſed by the greatett Authors of the Church 
of Rome, that if therelative This in that propoſition, This 
is my Body, refers to that Bread which our Saviour Chriſt 
held in his hand at the time when he ſpoke thoſe Words, 
the natural repugnancy there is between the two things 
affirmed of one another, Bread and Chiſts Body, will ne- 
ceſfarily require the fgurative interpretation. - For * this 
« ;s impoſſible, ſays * Gratian, That Bread ſhould be the Bo- * Gratian de 
« ty of Chriſt. It cannot be, fays *. Card.Bellarmite, That <n{ecrard.2, 
«c 44 . | 2 C. $9. 
that propoſition ſhould be true, the former part whereof .-.L. 3, de 
E defigneth Bread, the later the Body of Chriſt. || So that Ench. c- 19. 
*;F the Senle be, This Bread is the Body of Chriſt, either |, "mane 
* :t muſt be taken Figuratively thus, This Bread ſignifies c1. . BT, 
* the Body of Chriſt, or it is plainly abſurd and Impoſſible: 
The whole difficulty therefore as to our firſt point con- 
ſiſts in this, Whether our Saviour Chriſt when he faid, 
Fhis is my Body , meant any thing elſe to be his Brady, 
than that Bread which was before him. j 
Now tor this, the Connexion of his-diſcourſe ſeems to 
us an evident Demonſtration. © Our Saviour Chriſt took 
"* Bread, and gave Thanks, and brake it, and gave it to his 
"Diſciples, ſaying, Take , Eat, This is my Body which is gis 
ven for you ; do this in Remembrance of me. 
For w at did he demonſtrate here,and fay was hisBody,but 
that which he gave 70 hisDiſciples? What did he give to his 
Diſciples, 


Luk. 22. 19. 


Of the Euchariſt. 


Diſciples but that which He brake? What brake he,but that 
which he took > And St. Luke fays expreſly he took Bread. 
What Jeſus fo:k in his hands, that He bleſſed : what He 
Lleſſed, the fame He brake and gav? to his Diſciples : What 
he gave to his Diſciples, of that he ſaid, This is my Bod) : 
But Jeſus,fays the Text,fook Bread ; of the Bread therefore 
he ſaid, This is my Bzdy. 
. In a word ; Foras much as the Papiſts themſelves be- 
lieve the Bread to be turned into the ſubſtance of Chrift's 


Bedy, becauſe Chriſt faid This is my B-dy : Either thoſe. 


words refer to the Bread, and then by their own Confeſ- 
ſion they Will require our Interpretation; or if they do 
not, it is evident that then from theſe words they can have 
no Grounds to conclude their own pretended change. 


So neceſlarily do both the words themſelves and their ' - 


own Confeſſion, lead us to the Expoſition which we make 
of them. And what theſe prepare us to receive, the 
ſame, 2dly. © The Intention of our Saviour in this Holy 


© Sacrament, do's yet more ſtrongly confirm to us. 


Exod. 12. 


z Cor. 11. 26. 


When God delivered the Children of 7ſrae! out of 
Egypt, he inſtituted the Paſſover to be a continual Remem- 


rance of that great deliverance. In like manner our 


Bleſſed Saviour being now about to work out a much 
greater deliverance for us, by offering up himſelf upon the 
Croſs for our Redemption, he deſign'd by this Sacrament 
to continue the memory of this Blefling, That © as often 
* as we eat of this Bread, and drink of this Cup, we might 


© ſhew forth the Lords Death till his Coming. 


That this Sacrament inſtituted for the like end which 
the Paſſover had been, and now for ever to ſucceed in its 
place, might be bath the better underſtood, and the ea- 


fier received by them, it pleaſed our Bleſſed Lord to ac- - 


commodate himſelf as near as was poſſible to the Cere- 
monies and Phraſes they had beſore been uſed to. He re- 


taind the Symbols, and even the Expreſſions thy had fo 


long 


Of the Euchariſt, &c: 


long been acquainted with ; only he changed the appli- 
cation of them to a new and more excellent Remembrance. 

In the Fewi/h Paſſover, the Mater of the Houſe took 
Bread and brake it, and gave it to them, ſaying, © This is 
« the Bread of Affliction, which our Fathers eat in Eg ypt. 
In this holy Sacrament, our Saviour after the very ſame 
manner, took Bread, and brake it, and gave it to them, 
ſaying, ©* This is my Body which is broken for you ; Do this 
in remembrance of Me. 

Now as it is evident, that that Bread which the Fes 
every Year took, and brake, and faid, © This is the Bread 
* of Affliction which our Fathers eat in Egypt, was not that 
very Bread which their Anceſtors ſ9 many Generations 
before had eaten there ; but was deſign'd only to be the 
Type or Figure of it: ſo neither could our Saviours Di- 
{ciples to whom he ſpake, and who, as being Fews, had ſo 
long been acquainted with that Phraſe, ever believe, That 
the Bread which he held in his hand, which he brake and 
gave them, ſaying, © This is my Body which is broken for 
* you, Do this in remembrance of me, was the very, actual, 
real Body of Chriſt which they faw before them at the 
Table. They underſtood it, no doubt, to be the Type and 
Figure of that Body which was now about to be broken for 
them ; as that Bread which the Maſter of the Feaſt, after 


the very fame manner, was wont fo break to them, was the 


Type of that Bread of Afﬀlition which their Fathers had 
eaten in Ezypr. 

Nor does the Phraſe, My Body, at all weaken, but ra- 
ther confirm this /dea, as being the — expreſſion 
among the Jews, whereby they called the Paſſover, The bo- 
ay of the Paſſover, The body of the Paſchal Lamb. It was 
therefore uſed here by our Saviour with that alluſion, the 
more expreſly to ſignifie, that he was the true Paſſover now 
to be ſacrificed tor us, by whoſe Blood we were to be de- 
livered from the deſtroying Angel, and for the Remem- 
brance whereof, we were therctore to keep this Cere- 

M mony, 


43 


1 Cor. 5.7. 


Of the Euchariſt, &c. 

mony as the Jews had done their Paſſover for the other. 

This we ſuppoſe to be the undoubted Interpretation of 
this place. Monſieur de Meanx ought the leſs to except 
againit it,in that it was the original remark,norefy Pro. 
ze/Lizt, or of anv other Party of Chriſtians differing from 
the Church of Rome in this matter, but was objected to 
them by the very Jews themſelves long before the Refor- 
14ti-, upon the fame account. They ſthew'd by it, that in 
the Doctrine of this pretended chang? , the Church of 
Rome had evidently oppoſed the deſign of our Saviours 
Inſtitution, and advanced an /vterpretatzion, which no one 
accuſtomed to the Fewiſh Notions, as the Apoſtles were, 
could ever have underſtood to be his meaning. 


- The deſign of this diſcourſe permits me not to proceed 


toany more particular vindication of this Expoſition, nor 
to mention many other Arguments more uſually propoſed; 
and wherein it has clearly been ſhewn, that they have not 
only the holy Scripture, and the defign of our Bleſſed Saviour 
in this Sacrament, but Senſe, Reaſon, Antiquity, whatſoever 
is able-to furniſh an Argument, all unanimouſly againſt 
them : It remains only to examine whether what Mon- 
fieur de Meaux has propoſed, be any thing more reaſonable, 
that ſo we may go on to the Conſequences eſtabliſhed 
upon this foundation. 

Where firſt we cannot conceive why Monſieur de Meaux 
deſigning to eſtabliſh the Expolition of the holy Euchariſt 
upon the Analogy which it has to the Jewi/h Sacrijfices, 
ſhould flie off to the nature of their Sacrifices in general, 
where the parallel is neither ſo clear nor ſo uncontroverted, 
as'to produce any neceſlary conſequence from the alluſion. 
It would certainly have been more reaſonable to compare 
It, as we have done, with that particular Sacrifice of the 
Paſſover to which it ſucceeded, and from which therefore, 
if any, muſt be ſhewed the deſign of it. But we will clear 
the whole difficulty in a reflection or two, and prove, that 
what has been offered to us as a convincing Argument, is, 
upon a nearer view, a meer fallacy, . And 


Of the Euchariſt, &c. I; 


And r. We deſire it may be obſerved, That the Peace- 
Offerings under the Law were deſigned as an acknowledg- 
ment onthe peoples part, for thoſe temporal bleſſings 
which it pleaſed God to beſtow upon them. And becaule 
after the ſacrifice of ſaac, God firſt entred into the Cove- 
want with Abraham, and promiſed him his Bleſſing, and to 
be his God, and the God of his Seed after him ; it ſeems ym TOI 
to have been further their intention in all theſe Sacrifices, 
to call to reniembrance 7hat Offering of Iſaac as the foun- 
dation of all thoſe bleſſings for which theſe Sacrifices 
were appointed as a teſtimony of their Gratitude. 

2. That tho the Paſſover, like the Sacrifice of the Croſs, 
was firſt offered as a /in-offering for the delivery of the firſt- 
born in the land of Ezypt ; yet that yearly remembrance 
of it, which God afterwards eſtabliſh'd,was always eſteem- 
ed a Peace-offering ;and indecd, the perpetual order of their 
Sacrifices clearly demonſtrates that it could be no other. 

So that the Parallel therefore, for the explaining the 
nature of the holy Euchariſt, muſt be this : 

x. That as the Jews ate of their Peace-offerings in Ge- 
neral, to call to mind the Sacrifice of Tſaac, and give God 
thanks for thoſe bleſſings which they received by it, and of : 
that of the Paſſover in particular, in memory of Gods deli- 
vering them out of Egypt ; So the Chriſtians partake of this 
Bleſſed Sacrament,n memory of that deliverance which the 
Sacrifice of the Croſs of Chriſt, whom both Tſaac and the 
Paſchal Lamb ſlain in Egypt typified, has purchaſed for them. 

2. That as the Peace-offering which the Fer's eat,was not 
changed into the Sub/tance of that firſt Sacrifice whereof 
it was the remembrance, but was caten as a figure or com- 
memoration of it ; fo the Chriſtians in their Sacrament are 
not to think the Bread aud Wine which Chriſt has appoint- 
ed to be our Peace-efferinz, thould be changed into the very 
ſubſtance of that Body which was offered for us upon the Crojs, 
but to be received only as Zypes of it. For thus was tie 
Peace-offering in general, a Typ? of Tſaac, and the Paf” ver 
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Of the Euchariſt, &c. 


in particular, the Type of thtt firſt Lamb, which was ſlain 
tor their deliverance in the Land of Faypr. 

When therefore Mr. de Dicaux tells us, that the Fews atc 
the proper fleſh of their Peace-offeriug ; we aniwer,that ſo 
do we the proper ſubſtance of ours ; we cat the Bread which 
Chriſt appointcd to be the 1 emembraxce of that deliverance 
which he has purchaſed for us, as the bedy of the Lamb 
was commanded by God to be the remembtrance of theirs. 

Monſieur de Meaux adds, That the Jews were forbiddcn 
to partake of the proper fleſh of their Sin-rfering, andot 
the Blood, becauſe that a per{ect Remiſſion was nt ihen 6b- 
zain'd, and that therefore by the rule of contraries, we ought 
now to cat of Ours, becauſe a full ſatisfaction is now 
made by Chriſt. 

For Reply to which,it might ſuffice to fay, that this rule 
of contraries, ſhould we tollow it according to the Letter, 
would lead Monſieur de Deaux into fo many abſurdities, 
rhat he would be forced himſelf to abjure his own Prin- 
ciple. According to this rule, the Apoſtles could not have 
caten the fleſh of Chriſt before his ReſurrcRion ; the 
Prieſts under the Law being commanded not to eat of 
the Sin-offtering after the third day, and therefore by the 
rule of contraries they could not partake of it before. 

Monſicur de Meaux may pleaſe to conſider how far he 
will approve of this Concluſton : In the mean time as to his 
Objection, we have before ſaid, that the remembrance 
we make 1n the holy Euchariſt, hke that of the Paſchal 
Feaſt among the Jews, ſhew's it to be a Peace-offering:; and 
tor the reſt, if, as Monſieur d? Meanx pretends, this Blood 
was myſt:cally forbid under the Law, to ſhew that 2 per- 
fed remiſiion of ſms was not then 0! tain'd ; It will follow, 
that for the contrary reaſon, Chriſt appointed the Cup to be 
received in this holy Sacrament, to teſtifie that fail remilion 
which his blood has purchafed #7 us. The Chur-'» &4 
therefore in reiuſing t/ic Cup to the people,not 0:14 vi. 5 
the expreſs command of our Blelſed Saviour ; but according 

tO 
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Of the Euchariſt, &c. 


to Mr. de Meaux's Principles, teaches them by it, that a 
ſull remiſſion of fans is not yet obtain'd, even by the pre- 
cious Blood of Chriſt himſelf. 

It may by this appcar what little advantage Mr.de 1Meauy 
can gct to juſtifie their DoEtrine of the corporcal Preſence 
of Chriſt in the Euchariſt, from the Analcgie of the ancient 
Sacrifices, which do clearly and neceſiarily eflablilh tac con- 
trary. For what remains of this difcourie we arc Lut Littie 
concerned 1n 1t. 

We Confels this Sacrament to be ſomewhat more than a 
meer Fizare; but we deny that thercetore it mult be his very 
Body. We acknowledge the power of Ged to do whatever he 
pleaſes:Yet Mcnſicur de Meaux may pleaſe to conſider, that 
Contradictions fuch as to be and not to be at the fame time, 
are even in their own Schools uſually excepted. Monhieur 
de DMeaux ſuppoſes, that becauſe Chriſt did not explain his 
words in the fgarative Senſe, the Apoſtles muſt needs have 
undcritood them in the Literal, But we have before ſhew- 
cd,that ze Fews,who are certajvly the beſt Judges,are of a 
quite contrary opinion,v/z.That his Apoſtles knowing his 


alluſion,could never have underſtood them otherwiſe than- 


in a Figure.In a word, tor his laſt Remark, © 7 hat the Laws 


* of diſcourſe,which permit,that where there is a juſt Proporti-. 


* ca Letween the Sign and the thing ſignified, the tne may be 


* put for the other ; Tet ſuffer it not to be ſo, when a Mor-- 
« {el of Bread, for inſtance, is ſet to repreſent the Body of a: 


* Max : We mult beg leave to fay, that neither is the Pro- 
portion ſo ſmall betwixt zhe Bread broken and Chriſts B:dy 


broken, as Monſieur de Meaxx would ſuggeſt ; Or, that if 
there were, yet ſince our Saviours inſtitution has ſet the one. 
to repreſent to us the other ; we think that deſignation 


ought to be of more Authority with us, than all their new. 
Lax'sof Diſcourſe; invented purpolely only to ſet the 
© B% Fa . 

taircr Glois upon ſo great and apparent an Error. 


ARTIL 


'N 
Vs 


AR TECEE IV 
Do this in Remembrance of Me. 


HE Explication of the preceding Article, having 
- engaged us to a length extraordinary, we will en- 
dcavour to recompence it by our ſhortneſs in this. 

We are entirely agreed, that the Intention of the Son of 
God was to oblige vs by theſe words to commemorate that 
death which hc underwent for our Salvation. We Conftels, 
that that real Preſence which we ſuppoſe in the Commu- 
nion, do's not at all contradi&t the Nature of this Comme- 
moratton. We are per{uaded,that as the Jews cating of their 
Peace-Offering, which was the remembrance of God's Co- 
venant, and particularly of the Paſſover, the Type of that 
Paſcha! Lamb that was offered for them in Egypt, called to 
mind the Sacrifice of Ifaac, and that great Deliverance God 
had wrought for them,in bringing them up out of theLand 
of Bondage:So whilſt we Eat ofthoſe HolyElements which 
our Saviour Chrift has inſtituted like the Peace-Offering a- 
mong the Jews, to perpetuate the Memory of his death, 
We call to mind the more lively, that great deliverance 
which He has wrought for us,and render thanks for it,and 
by taith and repentance apply to our ſelves the Merits of it. 

Thus whilſt we receive theſe Holy ſigns which he has 
inſtituted for our Memorial, we need no real deſcent of the 
Son of God irom Heaven ; no new Crucitying of the Lord 
of Glory to raiſc in our Souls thoſe juſt relentments we 
ought to have of ſo excellent a Bleſſing.But as a Child can- 
not but recolle the kindneſs and affection of a dear Fa- 
ther,as often as he beholds the Monument where his dead 
Body lies interrcd : So we much more,cannot chuſe but ex- 
cite our Love to our bleſled Redeemer, as often as we ſee 


before our eycs theſe Scred Elements under which he is 


vailed. Nor is it neceſfary for this, that this Hy/tick Tomb, 


as Mr.de -aux phraſes it, ſhould any more be changed in- 
tothe very real Body of our Saviour to raiſe this remem- 


brance 
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\brance, than-that-natural One into the dead Corps of the 
Father, to recall the-tender Aﬀedctions of his Child at the 
ſight of it. 

In a word;As we will-not now move anyArgument from 
the nature of this remembrance, to oppoſe that ſub/tantial 
chanze, which we have before combated on more ſolid 
grounds;ſo we ſuppoſe muchleſs ought Mr.de Meanx from 
the ſole opinion of that more /zvely remembrance, which he 
imagines the actual eating of the very Fleſh of Chritt 
would raiſe in us, then only to do it in a figure,to conclude 
him to be ſubſtantially there.lt is evident,that they who be- 
lieve this change,and they who believe it not,receive him 
entirely alike. They ſee,and taſt,and feel the fame thing; It 1s 
Faith alone which works in both, and makes the one belic- 
ving himſpritaallypreſent,to remember him with the ſame 
love,to honour him with the fame reverence, and embrace 
him with the ſame hope.as the other,who thinks him corpo- 
really,but yet aſter a manner altogether unpercervable,con- 
tain'd under the ſacred Elements that are preſented to him. 


ARTICLE MEL 


The Doftrine of the Church of England,concerning this Holy Sacrament. 
HE ſum of our belict as to the nature of this holy 
Sacrament 1s this. 

We eſteem it deſigned by Chriſt to be a-perpetual me- 
morial of his ſuffering for us ; © That ſo eften as we eat of 
* this \ Bread, and Drink of this Cup, we might ſhew forth the 1 Cor. 11.26. 
* Lords Death, till his coming. 

We believe that in this Communion, we do not only re- 
member,but effectually partake our Blefſed Saviour,and all 
the benefits of his paſſion; Infomuch that to ſuch as rightly, gc our 23; 
*2nd worthily,and with Faith receive the ſam?,the bread which article. 


. . . a En 
*we break zs a partaking of the body of Chriſt, and i1kewiſe 
"the Cup of the bleſſing, is a partaking of che blood of Chri/t. 
7 For the manner of this Participation, *e believe that ES 
. the Body and Blood of Chriſt, are given, taken, and eaten js OG 


this 


—— — I - 
—_ a —_—_ 
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: 


56 The Doftrine of the Church of England, Gt. 


| 
| « this Supper, only aſter a heaven! y and ſpiritual manner ; and 
| * that the means whereb ths 75 one, is Þ ath. _— 
þ The fame Ar- *IV/e believe that the with? d 1: ſuch as are wid of Faj!h,tho 
\ _ *h2y may viſibly and carnally preſs with _ teeth,ass Au zu- 
En ſaith, theS.acrament of th:Bady and B. ood of Chriſt, yet Are 
«2 way partakers of Chriſt, bat rather as St, Paul tes us, eat 
& dl drink their own damnation, nt diſcering the Lords b dy. 
In a word, * We believe that T, rauſubjtantiati na, or the 
| © change of the [ub/tance of Bread and Win? int» the / ubPance of 
il « Chrijts B dy and Blood, can never be proved by Ely Scrip- 
: « ture, but is ro Prugnant thereunto ; nad oof dh the intentiin of 
« ur Bleiſed S rviour and to the nAture of this FHolySacrament; 
* ane] has given cauſe to man Y great abuſes, As in the followin g 
Article, we thail have occation more particular] y to ſlew, 
This 1s our Faith of this holy Euchariſt : And m this Faith 
we are contirmed not only bytlioſe unanfwerable Proots, 
wiich our Writers have given, and ſome of which we 
| * 3%! have betore touch d upon Bis _ _ m = 
[1 ſent diit. 10. AÞIC differences, which this Error has t wrown the Writers © 
[| *Scowus 4-dilt. che Church of Rome into. In efte&t we find every party ex- 
+ Btarm, de Poſing the falleneſs and 1mpollibllity of every ones Hype 
Fuchar. | 3. theſrs but his own, Their greateſt men confeſs the Uncer- 
c.23 il e- tainty of their own proots. a” 4 hat there is nit in Scripture 
Ty - 0M * any formal proof of T| ranſubſtantiation : So || Lombard, 
many others of ** Scotus, and many others, That there is not any that with- 
che ſame Opt- << ,,+ the declaration of the C hurch would be able to evince it. 
*In 3.D. Th. * So Cardinal Bellarmine himſelf conteiles, ©7hat had nat 
q. 75. at. I: **zhe Church declared her ſelf for the proper ſenſe of the words, 
VG Boll - * the ether might with as good warrant have been received: 
| 1. 3. de Euch. So ſays * Cardinal Cajetan. That if the words of Conſecration 
' c. 23.1 Unum « , ot to the Bread, which is changed þ y them, then. they muſt 
| So aleCabriet* be taken in our ſenſe : So the generality of that Commu- 
cited by Sua- nion confeſs. In a word, || * That this Doftrine was no matter 
rex, *g Up. < of Faith till the Council of Lateran, 12.00 year after Chriſt, 
if |; - 1 \ ani 1. © and that had not that and the Council of Trent face inter- 


4 ſent. diſt, ©. poſed, it would not have been ſo to this very day, 
J. it. 4. 


| | And 


_ FRE" EP TED” TR RURTCOPERIWT SY 


» 


(oncerning the Holy Euchariſt. 


And here who can chuſe but admire the Power of 
Truth > That after ſo many Outcries againſt us, for 
Oppoſing a Doftrine which they would make the 
World believe itis as clear as if it were written with a 
Ray of the Sun; after ſomany 4zathema's againlt us 
for Hereticks, and Schiſmaticks, and ten thouſand 
repetitions of their great Scripture eit, © This is my 
Body : they ſhould at laſt be forced to confeſs, © T hat 
« they are not, cannot, nor are ever like to be agreed 
« in the Explication of them, That they contain no- 
« thing in them neceſſary to prove this change, That 
* had not the Church declared its ſelf for the Litteral 
« meaning; the Figurative interpretation might with 
&* 2s good Reaſon have been received. That for 1200 
* years this DoFrine was na matter of Faith, and but 
« for the Council of Lateran had not been then. In 
« ſhort, that if the words of Inititution refer to the 
« Bread, then are we doubtleſs in the right ; and if they 
do not, how will they ever prove the change which 
they pretend is made of the Bread into the Body>f 
Chriit by them ? 

Certainly Confeſſions, ſuch as theſe, ought to a- 
wake every Papiſt careful of his own Salvation, in- 
to an unprejudized Examination at leaſt of theſe 
things. , To conlider what Foundation there really 
13 for this DoErine, and what deſperaie Conſequen- 
ces, unknown to Antiquity, contrary to the formal 
words of Holy Scripture, and without Gods infinite 
Mercy, abſolutely deſtructive of their eternal Salva- 
tion, have been built upon it. 

As we hope that theſe declarations have been per- 
mitted by God to fall from the greateſt, and moſt E- 
ſteemed of their Church, not only to confirm us in 


our Faith, but alſo to prepare the way for their re- 
; N turn 
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turn to that Catholick truth, from which they have 
ſo long erred ; ſo we doubt not, by Gods bleſling, 
but that they will in time attain to it, when being 
ſenſible of that Tyrannical uſurpation that has been 
made over their Conſciences, and reſolved to uſe 
that Knowledg God has given them, to ſearch the 
Scriptures, and examine their Faith, and not ſervilely 
follow every Guide that will but pretend tolead them : 
They ſhall ſeriouſly and indifferently weigh all theſe 
things, and find that theretore only they have 
thought us in-darkneſs, becauſe their own Eyes were - 
ſkut that they might not diſcern the [1ght. 


AR TEC LL EE FIR. 
Of Tranſubſtantiation, and of the Adoration of 


the Hoſt. 


7 Hat remains of this Subje& of the Holy Eu- 
\9,y chariit, being wholly confequent upon the 
foregoing miltaken interpretation of the Words of 
our Bictled Saviour before conſidered 3 we ſhould 
have patſſed them cver as things we have in effect al- 
ready declared, that the Church of Ezg/and receives 
not 3 but that we are perſ{waded the particular con- 
{ideration of them will yet more fully (hew the fall- 
neſs of that Foundation upon which they are built. 

Monſficur de Meaxx in proving the Corporeal pre- 
ſence of Chriſt in the Holy Euchariſt, from the 
Words of inſtitution, © 7 hzs is my Body : had fome- 
thing ihat at leaſt ſeemed to favour his miſtake ; but 
to preduce them here for Tranſub57 antiation,that is,not 
on]y to argue the preſence of Chriſt's ſubſtance, = 

7 allo- 


Of Tranſubſlantiation. 


alſo the change of the ſubſtance of the Bread and 
Wine into it, he has not the leaſt appearance of the 
Text for him, | 

Indeed were there no other way for Chriſt to be 
preſent in the Euchariſt, but only by this change 3 it 
might then be allowed that having, as he imagines, 
proved the one, he had in effe& eſtabliſhed the o- 
ther. But the number of thoſe who interpret the 


Words in like manner -according to the Letter, 


yet are as great enemies as our ſelves to this change ; 
and ſuppoſe Chriſts Body to be preſent by a Unjor 
4 it to the Bread, rather then by a Converſion of the 
read into it ; not only ſhews that there is no necel- 
ſary conſequence at all between the real preſence, and 
Tranſubitantiation, bat that there is another manner 
of Chriſts preſerice, both more agreeable to Holy 
Scripture, than that which they advance 3 and that 
takes off infinite difficulties which their Tranſub5tan- 
tiation 1nvolves them in. | 
That the Subſtance of the Sacred Figures remains 
in this Sacrament after the Coxſecratzoz, thoſe clear 
expreſſions of St, Paul, wherein he ſo often calls 


T9 


them * Bread and Wine after it, ſeem to us plainly to + ; c,. 
ſhew : +To break Bread, the Holy Scripture tells us was 16. &c. 


———][, 2 


the uſual Phraſe all the time of the Apoſtles, for re- + As 2. 


ceiving the Holy Communion ; and which the Bleſſed 
Spirit himſelf dictated. Theſe paſſages Monſieur de 
Meaux certainly ought not to put off with a Figura- 
tive meaning, unleſs he can give us ſome good rea- 
ſon why he follows the High road of the Literal in- 
terpretation in the one, to eſtabliſh the. Subſtance of 
Chriſts Body in the Sacrament ; and forſakes it inthe 
other, to takes away the Preſence of the Bread 
from it. 

N 2 For 


KC. 
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For the Adoration of the Hoſt, The Church of 
Ezgland conſequently to her Principles of the Bread 
Sce her Ru- and Wine's remaining in their natural ſubſtances, 
oe gray profeſles that ſhe thinks it © ro be [dolatry, and to be 
Communion *© abhorred of all faithful Chriſtians. 
_ Monſieur de Meaux, in Conformity to theirs, tells 
us, .* That the preſence of Chriſts Body in the Euchariſt 
« ought to carry all ſuch as believe it without all ſcruple 
* to the Adoration of it. This therefore being taken 
as a Principle acknowledged by them ; it may not be 
amiſs to obſerve, that ſince it 1s certain, that neither 
Chriſt nor his Apoſtles appointed or practiſed, nor 
the Church for above 1000 Years required or taught 
any Adoration of this Holy Sacrament ; neither could 
they, according to Monſieur de Meaux's Principles, 
have believed the Corporeal Preſence of our Bletled 
Saviour 1n It. 
Is there any of the Evangeliſts that mentions it ? 
" They all tell us, Take, Eat; Do this in remembrance 
of me. But does any one add, This is my Body, fall 
down and Worſhip it 2 | 
1 Cor, 11.20, WhenSt. Paul reproved the Corinthians for viola- 
__ ting this Holy Sacrament; is it poſſible he could have 
omitted ſo obvious a Remark, and fo much to his 
purpoſe; That in profaning this Holy Sacrament , 
they were not only guilty of the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt, which it was inſtituted to repreſent to us 3 
but even direRly affronted their Bleſſed Maſter cor- 
porally preſent there: and whom inſtead of pro- 
faning, they ought, as they had been taught, zo 
Adore in it £ 
With what 61mplicity. do the Ancient Fathers ſpeak 
of this Communion in all their Writings? The Eleva- 
ton of the Sacred Symbols was not heard of till the 
| Seventh 
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Seventh Century ; and then uſed only to repreſent 
the lifting up of Chriſt upon the Croſs, not to expoſe 
it to the People to adore it. The Bell, the Feaſt of 
the St. Sacrament, the Pomp of carrying it through the 
Streets, all the other Circumſtances of this Worſhip, 
are inventions of yeſterday. The expoſing of it 
upon the Altar to make their Prayers before it; their 
Addreſles to it in times and caſes of Neceſlity ; their 
naw. the chiefeſt a&ts of Religion 1n its pre- 
ence, never mentioned in Antiquity. 

Nay, inſtead of this Worſhip, they did many 
things utterly inconſiſtent with it. They diſputed 
with the Heathens for worſhippinz Goas their own 
Hands had made. Was it ever objected to them , 
that they themſelves did the ſame: Worſhip a Deity 
whoſe ſabſtance they firſt formed, and then ſpoke it 
into a God? They burzt in ſome Churches what re- 
rained of the Holy Sacrament. They permitted the 
People to carry it home, that had Communicated : 
They ſent it abroad by Sea, by Land, without any the 
leaſt regard that we can find had to its Worſhip : 
They buried it with their Dead 3 they made Plaiſters 
of the Bread, they mix'd the Wine with their 1k. 
Theſe certainly were no inſtances of Adoratioz: Nor 
can we ever ſuppoſe that they who did ſuch things 
as theſe, ever believed that it was the very Body and 
Blond of their dear Maſter, whom they ſo much 
loved 3 and whom doubtleſs they would have been 
as ready to have worſhipped, had they fo believed; 
as both Monſieur de Meaux ſuppoſes they ought to 
have been, and as we fee others for the reſt no more 
_ than thoſe Primitive Chriſtians were, now to 

O It. 
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Of the Sacrifice of the Maſs 


ARTICLE XX. 


Of the Sacrifice of the: Maſs. 


Third Conſequence of the Corporeal Preſence 

of Chriſt in the Hoiy Euchariſt, is the Sacrz- 

fice of the Maſs : In which we ought to proceed with 

all the Caution ſuch a Point requires, as both makes 

up the chiefeſt part of the Popiſh Worſhip, and is 

juſtly eſteem'd one of the greateſt and moſt dange- 
rous Errors that offends us. 

Monſieur de Meaux has repreſented it to us with 
ſo much tenderneſs, that except perhaps it be his 
Foundation of the Corporeal Preſexce, on which he 
builds, and his Conſequence that this Service is 4 /rue 
and real Propitiatory Sacrifice, which his manner of 
expounding it we are perſwaded will never bear ; 


- there is little in it beſides but what we could readily 


aſſent to. 
 Wediſtinguiſh the two Acts, which he mentions, 
from one another. By the Conſecration we apply the 
Elements, before common, to a Sacred uſe; by the 
Manducation,we fulfil our Saviour's Command ; © We 
* take, and eat, and Do- this in remembrance of 
« Him. | 
This Conſecratioz being ſeparately made of his Bo- 
dy broken, his Blood ſpilt for our Redemption, we 
ſuppoſe repreſents to us. our Bleſſed Lord in the fi- 
gure of his Death, which theſe holy Symbols were 
inſtituted to continue the memory of: And whilſt 
thus with Faith we repreſent to God the Death of 


his Son, for the pardon of our fins ; we are perſwa- 
ded, 
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ded, that we incline his Mercy the more readily to for- 
give them. 

We do not therefore doubt, but that this preſent- 
ing to God Almighty the Sacrifice of our Bleſſed 
Lord, is a moſt effectual manner of applying his Me- 
rits to us. Were thisall-the Church of Roxe meant 
by her Propitiatory Sacrifice, thereis not certainly any 
Proteſtant that would oppoſe her in it. 

Where is that Chriſtian that does not by Faith u- 
wite himſelf to his Saviour in this holy Communion? 
That does not preſent him to God as his ozly Sacrifice 
and Propitiation ? That does not proteſt that he has 
nothing to offer him but Feſws Chriſt, and the Merits 
of his Death £ That conſecrates not all his prayers by 
this Divine Offering ; and whilſt he thus preſents to 
God the Sacrifice. of his Son, does not learn thereby 
to preſent alſo himſelf a lively Sacrifice, holy, and ac- 
ceptable in his ſight ? 

This is, no doubt, a Sacrifice worthy a Chriſtian, 
infinitely exceeding all the Sacrifices of the Law. 
Where the Knife is the Word, the Blood ſhed not 
but in a figure, nor is there any Death but in Repre- 
ſentation, A Sacrifice ſo far from taking us off from 
that of the Croſs, that it unites us the more cloſely 
toit ; repreſents it to us, and derives all its Vertue and 
Efficacy from it. 

This is, if any other, truly The DoGrize of the 
Catholick Church, and ſuch as the Church of England 
hasnever refuſed ; and except it be our doubt of the 
Corporeal Preſence , Monſieur de Meaux had certainly 
reaſon to expect, that there was nothing in this we 
could juſtly except againſt. | 

But now that a'l this is ſufficient te prove the Maſs 


to be a * True and Proper Sacrifice, truly and properly Cenci Trident, 
6 OJ» 22 
pro- , 
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© propitiatory for the ſins and puniſhments, the ſatisfa- 


Article 31. 


&« Fions and neceſſities of the dead and the living : and 
«® that to offer this irne and proper Sacrifice, our Savi- 
© our Christ initituted a true and proper Prieſthood, 
« when he ſaid, Do this in Remembrance of Me : This 
is what we cannot yet underſtand, and what we think 
we ought not ever to allow of. 

We know indeed, that the Primitive Church, cal- 
ed the holy Exchariſt a Sacrifice, in that large extent 
of the Expretlion, whereby the holy Scripture ſtiles 
every religious performance, our Prayers, our Thankſ- 
g1vings, Our Vertues : our very Selves, Sacrifices to 
God : And accordingly in our own Liturgy, we do, 
without all ſcruple, do the ſame. But when it comes 
to beſet in Oppoſition toa Sacrament, and to be con- 
fidered in the true and proper lignification of the 
Word; we muſt, with all Antiquity, needs profeſs, 
That weneither have, nor can we after that of Chriſt 
admit of any. 

Hence it 1s, that our Church following the Do- 
arine of the Holy Apoſtles and Primitive Chriſtians, 
teaches, « That the Offering of Christ once made, #s 


" © that proper Redemption, Propitiation, and Satisfa- 


« ion for all the ſins of the whole World, and that 
© there #s no other Satisfaition for ſin but that alone. 
That the Application of Chriſts Death by Faithin the 
Holy Euchariſt, 1s made to all {uch as with true Re- 
pentance receive the ſame, we undoubtedly believe. 
Weare perſwaded, that by our Prayers, which in this 
holy Solemnity we never fail to offer for the wants 
and neceſſities, the pardon and forgiveneſs not of our 
{elves only, but of all Mankind 3 of thoſe who have 
not yet known the Faith of Chriſt; or that know- 
ing it, have prevaricated from the right way, we in- 


cline 
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cline Gods Mercy to become propitiozs unto them. 
Only we deny, that by this holy Euchariſt, as by a. 
true and proper Propitiatory Sacrifice, we can appeale 
Gods Wrath for the ſins of the whole World; can 
fulfil the fatisfaQtions, and ſupply the neceſfties of 0- 
ther men; of the dead and the /ivjrg 5 of them that 
are abſent, and partakenot of it, This we attribute 
to the Sacrifice of the Croſs only ; and are perſwaded 
that it cannot, without derogation to the Merits of 
that moſt abſolute Redemption which was there pur- 
chaſed for us, be applied toany other. 
When we examine the firſt In57itution of this holy 
Communion, we cannot perceive either in the words 
or action of our Bleſſed Saviour, any Sacrifical At 
or Expreſſion. © He took bread, and brake it, and gave 
*« zt to his Diſciples, ſaying, Take, Eat, This is my Bo- 
% dy which is given for you : Do this in Remembrance 
« of Me. | 
Monſieur de Meaux ſeems to imply, that the Corſe- 
cration made it a Sacrifice. But this Faſquesz tells us, 
that others think to be'only a preparation to it, -be- In 3 D. Th. 
cauſe till after the Conſecration Chriſt is not there, and ©? 222 © "+ 
by Conſequence cannot be offered. 
The Council of Trert ſeems to refer it to the Obla- 
tron ; This B:/armine oppoſes, becauſe neither Chriſt L- 1. de 319] 
nor his Apoſtles uſed any. . TO 
Bellarmine 1s pofitive, that either Chriſt ſacrificed 
in Eating, or there isno other attion in which he can 7% 
be ſaid to have done it, Yet even this the greateſt 
part of that Communion rejet ; becauſe Eating is 
not Offering : and in the Ordination where the Prieſt 
receives the power of Sacrificing, \not any mention is 
made of it. In Effe&, Reaſon will tell us, That this 
is to partake of the Offering, not to offerit 5 and Mon- 
: O fieur 


See Sel. 22. 
(4Þ> I» 


Of the Maſs. 
ficur de Meanx himſelf accordingly diſtinguiſhes the 
Two Ads of Conſecration aud Manducation from one -- 


another, and refers the Sacrifice wholly to the for- | 


mer. 
If we conſider the Nature of a true and proper $4. 


crifice, they univerſally agree, that theſe Four Things 
are neceſlarily required to it : 1, That what is Offer- 
&d be ſomething that is Vifble : 2. That of prophane, 
which it was before, it be now made ſacred : 3. That 
it be offered to God : And 4. by that offerizg ſuffer an 
eſſential deſtruion. 

Now we ſuppoſe, that the greateſt part of theſe 
Conditions are evidently wanting to this pretended 
Sacrifice of Chriſts Body in the Maſs. 1. It is Inwi- 


ſoble: They confeſs it. -2. It was never prophare, that 


it ſhould be made ſacred : They will not preſume to 
ſay that it was. 3. It ſuffers no Eſſential defirufion: 
« The Blood is not ſpilt but in a MyStery, ſays Mon- 
« fjeur de Meaux, nor # there any Death but in Repre- 
« ſentation. | 
As therefore none of theſe things truly and properly 
agree to this holy Euchariſt, ſo we ſuppoſe, that nei- 
ther can it be truly and properly a Sacrifice. We are 
perſwaded, that the Offrizg its ſelf, like the zeceſary 
and eſſential Properties of it, muſt be only in Figure 
and Repreſentation. This is what we willingly allow 
Monſieur de Meaux, and what their own Principles do 
undoubtedly prove. 
For what our Saviour adds, © Do this i» Remnem- 
& brance of Me : However the Council of Trert has 
Canonically reſolved it to be the Inſtitution of a 
true and proper Prieſthood, to offer this Sacrifice; yet 
that it has no ſuch Proof, the. preceding Diſcourſe 
evidently ſhews. Our Saviour Chriſt commanding 
_ '- 


Of the Fpiſtle to the Hebrews: 
his Apoſtles to Do this, commanded them to Do no 
more than what himſelf had done: So that if he 
therefore did not Sacrifice himſelf, neither did he 


| give any Authority to them, or to their Succeſlors-to 
Sacrifice, | 


a. 


ARTICLE XXI. 
Of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews. 


HE Epiſtle to the Hebrews fo clearly eſta- 
| bliſhes our Docrine, in Oppoſition to the 
pretended Sacrifice of the Maſs, that Monſieur de 
Mezaux had certainly reaſon to enter on a particular 
conſideration of it. We will, after his Example, fol- 
low the ſame Method, and ſhew the whole Delign 
of that Sacred Book to be direaly contrary to the 
Principlesof the Rowan Church. 

Monſieur de Meaxux obſerves, that the Author of 
this Epiſtle concludes, that there ought not only x» 
other ViFine to be offered for ſin after that of Chriſt, but 
that even Chriſt himſelf ought not to be any more Of 
fered. Now, the reaſon which the Apoſtle gives, is 


this; Becauſe that otherwiſe, ſays he, Chriſs muſt of- Heb. 9. 25.25. 


ter have ſuffered: Plainly implying, that there can be 
no true Offering without Suffering. So that in the 
Maſs then, either Chriſt muſt Syfer, which Monſieur 
SO denies, or he is not Offered, which we af- 
rm, | 
This is ſo evidently the meaning of that place, 


and fo often repeated, © T het without Blond, there js Heb. 5. 22. 


© xo Remilſion;z that Monſieur de Meaxx is forced 
O 2 freely 
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HÞ1id, v. 2. 


Of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews. 


freely to declare, that if we take the word Offr as 
It is uſed in that Epiſtle, they mult profeſs to the 
whole World, that Chriſt is no more Offered, ether 


in the Maſs, or any other way. Now, how theſe 


things can ſtand together, that the Epiſtle to the 
Hebrews contradifts not the Offering of the Maſs, and 
yet that the ſame Epiſtle abſolutely declares, that 
Chriſt can no more be Offered, becauſe he can no 
more Suffer ; nor any more become 4 Propitiatory 
Sacrifice, becauſe without Bloud there is no Propitia- 
tion : All which Monſieur de Meanx allows, and pro- 
fefles to the whole World, that in the Notion of the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews, Chriſt is not offered in the 
Maſs, nor can be any where elſe, we are net very 
well able to comprehend. 
But that Epiſtle goes yet further. It tells us, that 
Chriſt ought to be but once offered, becauſe ® by that 
* oe Offering he has fully ſatisfied for our ſins, and 
« bas perfeFed for ever them that are SanGified, If 
therefore by that firſ# Offering he hath fully ſatisfied 
for our-fins, there is then © 0 more need of any Offer- 
«:»g for ſin: : If by that firſt Sacrifice he hath per- 
« feed for ever theme that are Sand@ified, the Maſs cer- 
tainly muſt be altogether needleſs ro make any addi- 
tion-to that which is already perfe&, In a word, if 
the Sacrifices of the Law were therefore repeated, as 
this Epiſtle tells us, becauſe they were 7mperfeF; and 
had they Been otherwiſe, they ſhould have ceaſed to 
have been offered: What can we conclude, but the 
Church of -Rozee then, in every Maſs ſhe Offers, does 
violence to the Croſs of Chriſt; and in more than 
one ſenſe; Crucifies to her ſelf. the Lord of Glory. 
Laſtly, The Council-of Trezt declares, that be- 
cauſe there is a new and proper Sacrifice to be offered, 
it 


& 


Reflefions. on the foregoing Doftrme. 69 
it was neceſfary that our Saviour Chriſt ſhould inſti- 
tute a new and proper Prieſthood to offer it. And fo 
they fay he did, after the Order of Melchiſedeck, in Heb. 5 
oppoſition to that after the order of Aaron under the 
Eaw. Now certainly nothing can be more contrary 
to this Epiſtle than ſuch an aſſertion : Both whoſe de- 
ſcription of this Prieſthood ſhews it can agree only to 
our Bleſſed Lord ; and which indeed in expreſs terms 
declares it to be peculiar to him. It calls it a» u#- 1bid. v. -- 
changeble PriefFhood, that paſles not to any other, as 
that of Aaroz did from Father to-Son, but continues 
tn him only, becauſe” that he alſo himſelf continues 


for evermore, 


ARTFICLE XIA 
Refleions on the foregoing DoFrme. 


. Nd here then let us conjure our Brethren of the 
Church of Rome ſ(erioully ro conſider theſe 
things; and into what deſperate conſequences. that 
great Errour of the Corporeal preſence has inſenſibly 
led' thern. = 
Can any thing be more raſh or more uncharitable, 
even the Literal interpretation of- this Holy Eucha- 
riſt being allow'd, than their Caro of | Tranſubftantia» 
tion? To cut off from their Communion the great- 
eſt and moſt Orthodox part of- the Chriſtian Church, 
only for a Nicety ; a manner of preſence, which nei- 
ther has the Scripture any where revealed; and-which 
they themſelves never underſtood. 


—_ | It. 


Exod. 32. 5. 


Lev. 10. 


Joh. 15. 2: 


Reflections on the foregoing Dor me. 


Is it poſſible for men to fall into a groſſer or more 
dangerous Error, than to ſet up a Wafer for their 
God, and pay a divine Worſhip to Morel of Bread? 
Shall their good Intentions ſecure them? Had not 
the Iſraelites a good Intention to ** hold a feait unto 
the Lord, when they Worſhipped the Molten Calf? 
Were they therefore not [dolaters for it > Had this 
been a ſufficient excuſe, Nadab and Abihu had not 
been puniſhed : Their intention was certainly good 
to burn Incence to the Lord, The Jews had a good 
intention even in Crucifying the Lord of glory : St. 
Paul thought it Zeal to prelecute his Diſciples. Our 
Bleſſed Saviour has foretold, and we live to ſee it 
accompliſhed, that the time (ſhould come when Men 
ſhould kill rheir Brethren, and think they did God 
good ſervice, The Church of Rome may do well to 
conlider whether their good intention will juſtifie 
them that do itz and whether bothin this, and that, 
they do not run a deſperate hazard, if it appear that 
they have no other plea than a well meant miſtake to 
excuſe them. 

For our parts we muſt needs profeſs that theſe 
things give us not only a ſcandal but a horrour for 


their Religion. Montieur de Meaxx had certainly 


reaſon to ſay, that this is the Chiefe/# and moſt impor- 
taxt of all our controverſies, and wherein we are at 
the fartheſt diſtance from one another. And would 
to God they had oaly offended us by theſe Errours ; 
and had not expoſed our common Name to the re- 
proach of the very Heathen 3 who have been con- 
firmed by them 1a their [dolatry, and thought it more 
rattonal to adore a Stock or a Stone, than with the 
Chriſtians to Worſhipthis moment what they Eat the 
very next. : 

| But 


Refleions on the foregoing Dottrine, 


But Monſieur de Meanx thinks we have no reaſon 
to appear ſo obſtinate againſt them, who declare our 
ſelvesſo favourably towards the Lutherans, who yet 
are involved in the {ame Error. Tis true we believe 
the Lutherans miſtaken 1n their Literal interpretation 
of this Holy Sacrament. But we are perlwaded 
they are infinitely leſs ſo, and leſs dangerouily than 
the Papiſts. 

They confeſs that there 1s no change madein the 
Subſtance of the Sacred Elements. They believe that 
the Bread and Wine continue in their proper Natures, 
and that Chriſts Body is preſent only when he is recei- 
ved. They adore not the Holy Euchariſt : They found 
0 Propitiatory Sacrifices upon it : They ſay no Maſſes 
for the ſins and ſatis faFions, for the wants and nece/ſz- 
ties of the Dead and the Living : They deny not the Cup 
to the People; their Errour in one word, whatſoever 
it be, is only a matter of ſimple beliet ; hasno ill con- 
ſequences attending it, nor do they damn ns for not 
recetving It. 

Let the Church of Roxze do all this : Let them raze 
their Azathema's out of their Councils, and baniſh 
their Maſſes and Adorations out of their Churches ; 
Let them no longer ſcandalize us with any unwarran- 
table practices, nor deſire to enſlave our Conlctences 
by ſubmitting them to- their own inventions; and 
though we ſhall ſtill think Tra»ſubſtantiation to be 
the greater Error, yet will we receive them with the 
ſame charity we do the Lutherans: We will pray to 
God to give them a better underſtanding, but will 
not drive them from our Communion, for matters of 
ſimple belief, and which are only to themſelves, tho? 
they be wrong. 2 | 


But 
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Reflefions on the foregoing Dotrine. 


But till then, in vain do's Monſieur de Meanx ex- 
hort us to conſider the ways of providence to bring 
us to a Union, which God knows we could be glad 
to have on any terms but the loſs of truth. In the 
mean time if the Church of Rome 1n good earneſt 
thinks, that as we tolerate the foundation of all theſe 
Errours, | the Corporeal preſence inthe Lutherans, fo we 
ought to bear the conſequences of it in them : Let 
them at leaſt do what the Lutherans have done; let 
them embrace our Communion 3 let them leave off 
to perſecute us where they have power, and 4damn 
us where they have not 3 let them receive us as Bre- 
thren, not Lordit over us as our Maſters. This will 
make us hope that they are fincere when they conjure 
us to be at peace with them, and they may juſtly then 
accuſe us of partiality, if we continue to repute them 
as Enemies, when they will be thus content to love, 
and receive, and deal with us as friends. 


ARTICLE XXII. 


Of Communicatino only under one kind. 


His is the laſt of thoſe conſequences that give us 

a juſt deteſtation for that great Errour of the 
Corporeal preſence on which they are founded, Ir is fo 
plainly contrary to the expreſs command of our Bleſ- 
ſed Saviour, that we are perſwaded it has pleaſed 
God to ſuffer them to fall into it, on purpoſe to cor- 
red that vanity whereby they have ſo proudly aſpi- 
red to an Opinion of Irfalibility : That whilſt they 
Lord it over rftens Conſciences, and will not fo much 


as 


Of Communion under One kind. 


25 give them leave to ask them a Reaſon of what they 
do, they might here at laſt be ſurpriſed in an Error 
which the moſt vulgar Eve +: able to diſcern, 

The Church of E-g/and conformably toall Antiqui- 


ty declares, & That the Cup ought not to be deny'd to the gee cur 30th 
« Lay-people ;, faraſmuch as both parts of the Lords Sa. dricle. 


& crament by Chriſts Ordinance and Commandment, 
« ought to be miniſtred to all Chriſtian men alike. |, 

For indeed, Did not he who ſaid' of the Bread, 
« Take, Eat, this is my Body, fay alſo of the Wire, with 
the ſame expreſsneſs, * Drink ye all of this, for this is 
<« 229 Blood of the New Teſtament which 3s ſhed for you 
* for the remiſſion of ſins ? 

Did not he who commanded them, © Do thzs i»: Re- 
* mrermbrance of Me, for the Bread, even according to 
their own Conſtruction, Take and Conſecrate, and 
give to Others, asI have done to you ; command them 
tor the Cup in like manner, © Do thzs ; 2. e. conſecrate, 
and give it to Others, asI have done to you, i» remer- 
brance of Me #? | 

We confeſs, That the Grace of God 3s not tied to the 
outward ſigns : Yet we think withal, that without 
taking the outward and viſible ſigns, we can have no 
pretence to the inward and ſpiritual Grace of that 
holy Sacrament 3 which deriving all its Eff:& from 
our Saviour's Promiſe, we can have no ſecurity that 
it ſhall have any good one to them, who do not re- 
ccive it according to his [n5titution. 

Had Chriſt eſteemed it ſufficient for us to receive 
the Blood in the body, we (uppoſe he would not have 
conſecrated the Cup afterwards, But if it was our Sa- 
viour's pleaſure, that to commemorate the more lively 
his Paſſion, we ſhould take his Blood asit was ſpilt for 
our Redemption, ſeparate from his Body ; we think 
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Of Communicating under One kind. 


it.an unwarrantable preſumption for us to make our 
ſelves wiſer than God, and ſay, that ir is ſufficient to 
participate of Both in One. 

Monſieur de Meaux has received ſo full an Anſwer 
upon this point, from the Reply made to his Treatiſe 
written purpoſely on this Subject, that he will have 
no cauſe to complain of us for not repeating here, 
_— has been ſo fully and fo ſucceſsfully handled 
there. 

Only as to that Negligence of theſe latter Ages, 
which he is pleaſed to alledge as the reaſon of this 
change; We muſt needs ſay, that God-be thanked, 
we cannot obſerve any ſuch Negligence of this holy 
Communion in our Churches, where yet this holy Sa- 
crament is adminiſtred toas large Congregations, and 
with as great frequency as any where among Them. 
Both our Prieſts and the People, give and receive it 
with that Care and Reverence, that we find as little 
grounds for any ſuch pretence, as there is reaſon in it, 
wereit never ſo true, to juſtifie ſo great and unwar-. 
rantable a Change. 
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ARTICLE XXIV.. 


Of 'the Word Written and Unwritten. 


| UR Bleſſed Saviour having founded his 
() Church upon the Word which He preach- 


ed, weconfeſs, that the unwritten Word, 
as tO that Goſpel which he preached, was 
the firſt Rule of Chriſtians. But God Almighty fore- 
ſeeing how liable ſuch a Rule muſt have been to infi- 
nite Inconveniencies, thought fit to have that Word 
which was firſt ſpoken by Mouth, afterwards conſign- 
ed to Writing. By which means the Word written 
and unwritten were not Two different Rules, but as 
to all neceſlary matters of Faith, one and the fame : 
And the unwritten Word ſo far from loſing its Autho- 
rity, that it was indeed the more firmly Eſtabliſh'd, 
by being thus delivered to us by the holy Apoſtles and 
Evangeliſts. 
F 2 We 


75 


CHURCH. 


-6 The Authority of the Church. 


We receive with the ſame Veneration whatſcever: 
comes from the Apoſtles, whether by Scripture or 
Tradition, provided that we can be aſſured that it 
comes from them, And if it can be made appear, 
that any Tradition which.the Written Word con- 
tains not, has been received by AZ Churches, and in 
AU. Ages, we are ready to embrace it, ascoming from 
the Apoſtles. | 

Monſieur de Meaux therefore ought not to charge 
us as Enemies to Tradition, or obſtinate, to receive 
what is ſo delivered. Our Church reje&s not Trad:- 
tion, but only thoſe things which they pretend to have 
received by it : But which we ſuppoſe to be fo far 
from being the Doctrine of the Apoſiles, or of A 
Churches in All Ages, that we are perſwaded they are 
many of them direaly contrary tothe Writter Word, 
which is by Themſelves confeſſed to be the Apoſtles 
Dodrine, and which the beſt and pureſt Ages of the 


Church adhered to. 


ARTICLE XXY. 
Of the Churches Authority. 


CHE Church; 2. e. The Oniverſal Church in Al 
Ages, having been Eſtabliſhd by God , the 
Guardian of the Holy Scriptures, and of Tradition, 
we receive from her the Canonical Books of Scripture. 
It is upon this Authority, that we receive principally 
the .Sozg of Solomon as Canonical, and reject other 
Books as Apochryphal, which we might perhaps with 
25 much readineſs otherwiſe receive. By this Autho- 
rity , 


The Authority of the Church. 


rity we reverence theſe Books, ever: before by our own 
reading of them, we perceive the Spirit of God in 
them : And when by our reading them, we find all 
things conformable to ſo Excellent a Spirit, we are 
yet more confirmed in the belief and reverence we be- 
fore had of them. 

This Authority therefore we freely allow the 
Church, that by her hands in the ſucceſſion of the 
ſeveral Ages, we have received the Holy Scriptures. 
And if as univerſal and uncontroverted a Tradition had 
deſcended for the Interpretation of the Scriptures, as 
for the receiving of them, we ſhould have been as 
ready to accept of that too. Such a declaration of 
the ſenſe of Holy Scripture as had been reccived by 
all Churches, and in all Ages, the Church of England 
would never refuſe : But then as we profeſs nor to re- 


_ ceivethe Scriptures themſelves oy, or p=rhaps princz- 


pally upon the Authority of the Roman Cimreb, which 
has in all Ages made up but & pars, and that not al: 
ways the greatesF neither, of this Tradition ; fo nei- 
ther can we think it reaſonable to receive the fenſe of 
them only from her, though ſhe profeſs never ſo 
much, to invent nothing of her ſelf, but only to de- 
clare the Divine Revelation made to her by the Holy 
Ghoit, which ſhe ſuppoſes has been given to her for 
her direction : Whilſt we are perſwaded, that nei- 
ther has any Promiſe at all been made to any particular 
Church of ſuch an infallible direction; and have ſuch 
g004 caule to believe that this particular Church coo 
often, inſtead of the divine Revelations, declares only 
her own Inventions. 


When the diſpute aroſe about the Ceremories of 


the Law, Ads 15. the Apoſtles aſſembled at Feruſalerr, 
tor the determination of it. When any Doubts a- 
rxe 
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The Authority of the: Church. 


riſe in the Church now, we always eſteem it the beſt 
Method to decide them after the ſame manner. That 
the Church has Authority not only in matters of Or- 
der and Diſcipline, but even of Faith too, we never 
deny'd : But that therefore any Church ſo aſſembled, 
can with the ſame Authority ſay now, as the Apoſtles 
did then, © It has ſeemed good to the Holy Ghoſt, and to 
* Os : This wethink not only an unwarrantable pre- 
ſumption, for which there isnot any ſufficient ground 
in Holy Scripture, but evidently in its ſelf untrue, ſee- 
ing that many ſuch Councils are by the Papiſts them- 
ſelves confeſled to have erred. 

Hence it is that wecannot ſuppoſe it reaſonable to 
forbid Men the Examination of the Chxrches Deciſions, 
which may err, when the Holy Apoſtles, nay our Savi- 
our Chriit himſelf, not only permitted, but exhorted 
their Diſciples to ſearch the Truth of *their Doctrine, 
which was certainly Infa/zble. Yet if the determina- 
tion be matterof Order or Government, as not to Eat 
of things offered to Idols, &c. or of plain and undoubt- | 
ed Precept, as © to abitain from Fornication, and the 
like : Here we fail not after the Example:of Paul and 
S7las, to declare to the faithful what her deciſion has 
been ; and inſtead of permitting them to judg of what 
has been ſo reſolved, teach them throughout all places 
* to keep the Ordinances of the Apoitles. 

Thus 1s 1t that we acquieſce tm the judgment of the 
Church ; and profeſſingin our Creed a Holy Catholick 
Church, we profeſs to believe not only that there was 
a Church planted by our Saviour at the beginning, that 
has hitherto been preſerved by him, and ever ſhall be 
to the end of the World; but do by conſequence un- 
doubtedly believe too, that this Oniverſal Church is ſo 
ſecured by the Pronnſes of Chriſt, that there ſtall al- 


ways 


The Tradition of the Church. 


ways be retain'd ſo much Truth in it,, the want of 
which would argue that there could be no ſuch 
Church. We do not fear that ever the Catholick 
Church ſhould fall into this extire [fidelity : But that 
any particular Church, ſuch as that of Rome, may not 
either by Error loſe, or by other means prevaricate 
the Faith, even in the zeceſſary Points of itz this we 
ſuppoſe not to be at all contrary tothe Promiſe of 
God Almighty, and we wiſh we .had not too great 
cauſe to fear, that the Church of Rowe has in effect 
done both. , 

It is not therefore of the Cetholick Church tru- 
ly ſach, that we either fear this 7»fdelzty, or- com- 
plain that ſhe hath endeavoured to render her ſelf 
Miſtreſs of our Faith. But for that particular Com- 
munion, to which Monſieur 42 Meaxx 1s pleaſed to 
give the Name, tho ſhe profeſſes never ſo much to 
ſubmit her ſelf to the Holy Scripture, and to follow 
the Tradition of the Fathers in-a# Ages; yet whilſt 
ſhe uſurps the abſolute Interpretation both of 
Scripture and Fathers, and: forbids us. to examine 
whether ſhe does it rightly or no, we muſt needs 
complain that her Prote(tations are- invalid, whilſt 
her Actions ſpeak the contrary: For that if this bz 
not to render her ſelf Mzſtreſs of our Faith, we. can- 
Not conceive what 1s. 

In a word, tho we ſuppoſe the Scriptures. are fo 
clearly written, that it can very hardly happen, that 
in the zeceſſary Articles of Faith any one man ſhould 
be found oppoſite to the whole Churchin his Opinion:: 
Yet if ſuch a one were evidently convinced that his 
Belief was founded upon the undoubted Authority 
of Gods Holy Word, ſo far would it be from any 
Horror to ſupport it, that it is at thisday the greateſt 


glory... 
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glory of S, Athanaſiys, that he ſtood up alone againſt 
the whole World 1n defence of Chrijts Divinity, when 
the Pope, the Conncails, the whole Church tell away. 
Conclude we therefore, that God, who has made 
us, and knows what is beſt and molt proper for us, as 
he has ſubjected us to the Government and DireGion 
of his Church tor our Peace and Welfare, o to ſecure 
our Faith, he has given us his Holy Word, to be the 
laſt reſort, the final, infallible Rule, by which both 
we and the Church its ſelf muſt be direQed: And 
from this therefore if any one ſhall endeavour toturn 
us alide, or preach any other Goſpel unto us than what 
Gal.1,8,9, We have therein received, tho he were an Apoſtle from 
:he Grave, or even an Amrge! from Heaven, let him 
be Anathera. 


ARTICLE XXVI. 


The Opinion of the Church of England, as to the 
Authority of the. Church. | 


OR the twolaſt Articles of Monſieur de Meaux's 
Expoſition, I might very well have paſs'd them 

by. The Church of Ezgland, whoſe Doctrinel pre- 
trend to explain, is but very little concerned in them, 
Therefore only in a word , That we allow the 
Chureh a juſt A#thority in matters of Faith, both 
the declaration of our xxth. Article, and the ſub- 
ſcription we make to the whole 39 ſhew : Such a 
deference we allow to her deciſions, that we make 


them our directions what Doctrine we may, or may 
not 


Of the Authority of the Pope, &c. 


not,publickly maintain and teach in her Communion: 
In etfe&t,we ſhew whatever Submiſſion we can to her 
Authority, without violating that of God, declared to 
us in his Holy Scriptures. 
Whatſoever deference we allow to x National 
Church or Council, the ſame we think in a mucl: 
reater degree due to a General. And whenloever 
fch a one, which we much deſire, ſhall be freely 
and lawfully aſſembled, to determine the Differences 
of the .Catbolick Church, none ſhall be more ready 
both to aſſiſt in it, ana ſubmit to it. 


ARTICLE XXVYI. 


Of the Authority of the Holy See, and of Epiſ- 
COpacy. 


OR the Pope's Authority, tho' we ſuppoſe no 
| good Conſequence can be drawn from that 
Primacy, we are content to allow St. Peter among the 
Apoſtles, for that exorbitant Power which has of late 
been pretended to: Yet when other Differences ſhall 
be agreed, and the true Bounds ſet to his Pretences, 
we (hall be content to yield him whatſoever © Antho- 
© rity the Ancient Conncils of the Primitive Church have 
* acknowledged, and the Holy Fathers have always 
« taught the faithful to give him. | 
-This Monſieur de Meaux ought to be contented 
with 3 who himſelf abſolves us from yielding to thoſe 
pretences, that have indeed very jultly rendred this 


Authority, not only odious, but intolerable to the 
World. 
Q Let 
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Let thoſe who are Enemies to Epiſcopacy, and who 
deny any due reſpec} to the Chair of St. Peter, anſwer 
for themſelves. The Church of England has both re- 
tain'd the one, 'and will be ready according to what 


we have before declared, when ever. it ſhall be requi- 


fite, to acknowledge the other. 
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NY UCH' is the Do@rine. of the Church of England 
in thoſe points which Monſieur de Meaux has 
thought fit to propoſe, as the principal matters in de- 
bate betwixt us. May it pleaſe the unprejudiced Pa- 
piſt to ſay, what he can find in All theſe, to warrant 
that bitter and' unchriſtian hatred they have concet- 
ved againſt us. 'To cut us off, as much as in them lies, 
from the Communion of Chrifts Church on Earth, and 
to deny us all part of his promiſes in Heaven, 

Wefirmly believe the Holy Scriptures, and whatſoe- 
ver they teach or command, we receive and ſubmit to, 
as tothe Word of God. We embrace all the ancient 
Creeds, and inthem all that Faith which the Primitive 
Chriſtians ſuppoſed, and which the Religious Empe- 
rors, by their Advice, decreed ſhould be ſufficient to 
intitle us to the common name of Catholicks. 

What new Doxatiſis, Gentlemen, are you, to pre- 
ſume toexclude us from this Character? And may we 
not juſtly demand of you, what S. Augs5tin once did 
of them on the ſame occaſion 3. © Tou ſay that Chriſt is 
« Heir of no Lands, but where Donatus is Co-heir. 
ﬆ* Read this to ws out of the Law and the Prophets, out 
« of. the Pſalms, out of the Goſpel, out of the Sacred E- 
«© piitles : Read it tows, and we will believe. 


We 


lo 
— 
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We accept the Tradition of Primitive Antiquity 
truly ſuch, with a Veneration we dare confidently ſay 
greater than your ſelves. We have ſhewd, that the 
very grounds of our difference is, that you require us 
to believe and praGtiſe luch things as the Holy Scripture 
forbids us, and the Primitive Church never knew. 
Youcommand us to werſhip Images - Is it not evident See Article 4. 
that both the Law and the Goſpel have forbid it ? and 
15it not confelgd, that both the Apoſtles and their Suc 
cellors abhorred the very name ? 
You command us to communicate only under one arjc« 2;. 
kind: That is in our Opinion, nay, it 1s 1n yours too, 
to contradict the [-iFitution of our Blefſed Saviour, 


and the practice of the very Roan Church for above 


a Thouſand years, and of all other Chriſtians to this 
very day. | 
Youcommand us to pray to Saints and Angels: Does article 4. 
not St. Paul forbid it? Did not the holy Argel twice Col. 2. v. 18. 
refuſe it from St. John 2 And many Centuries paſs with- *Y* 17: Fay 
out One probable Inſtance of any that did it? ; 
You command us under pain of your Azathems to article rg. 
believe Tranſubit antiation £ Do you your ſelves under- 
ſtand what you mean by it ? Is it any where written? . 
Was it ever mention'd for above a Thouſand years ? 
You bid us Adore the Holy Sacrament : Has Chriſt Article 15. 
preſcribed it > Have his holy Apoſtles written it ? 
Did not herealſo above a Thouſand years pals before 
any one attempted it ? 
You requireusto believe the bleſſed Euchariſt #o be Article 25. 
a true and real Propitiatory Sacrifice for the ſins and ſ.- 
tisfacTions both of the Dead and of the Living. Have 
ye any probable proof of it? Areye yet, or ever 
liketobe agreed among your (elves about it ? Do nor 
your own principles evidently (hew the contrary? 
Q 2 Men 
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Men and Brethren : Conſider, we conjure you, 
theſe things : And if you pleaſe, conſider us too, 
what weare.,and what our Manners and Converſation 
among you has been : Bzlieve us, at leaſt, that we 
have no other End but Truth in theſe Enquiries : No 
other Intereſt but to ſave our ſouls, and go the ſureſt 
and direGeſt way to Heaven. 

The Proofs we offer, they are not vain ConjeQures; 
they areclear, we think, convincing Arguments. And 
though the defign of this little Treatiſe has been ra-_ 
therto ſhew you what our Dodrine is, than to give a 
juſt account of thoſe Reaſons that detain us in it : Yet 
perhaps even in this there may be ſomewhat to ſhew, 
that we donot altogether build in the Air ; but de- 
ſerve certainly to have our Articles and our- Canons, 
both better underſtood, and better anſwer'd, ifit may 
be, than they have ever hitherto been. 

For to reſume yet once more ſome few of our dif- 
ferences. 

You think you ought to irvocate the Bleſſed Virgin 
and the Holy Saints. Now not to repeat what we have 
before ſaid of the Onlawfulneſt of it, This we ſuppoſe 
to be firſt zeedleſs, becauſe we know we have a more 
excellent and powerful Mediator,that has commanded 
us to come to him 3 and next Orcertain, becauſe you 
are not able to tell us how, nay, not to ſecure us that 
by whatever way it be, our Prayers do always and cer- 
tainly come upto them, If weare miſtaken, atleaſt we 
run no hazard init : Weaddreſs our ſelves continual. 
ly to the Throne of Grace, where weare ſecure that we 
ſhall be both heard and anſwer'd. But now ſhould you 


_ err,confider we beſeech you how many Prayers you e- 


very day loſe,and what a diſhonour you put upon your 
divine Mediator. And if you pleaſe, conlider too how 
| unjuſt 
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unjuſt you are to damn us for not joyning with you ' 
in a practice, that has /o great danger, /0 little aſſurance, 
and not any advantage. 

.You ſuppoſe we ought to fall down before your Ima- article 4. 
ges. Not todo thisisto be ſureno (in, you dare not 
fay itis. Todo it may be, and you can never ſecure us 
it 1s not abominable Idolatry, odious to God, and con- 
trary to that holy Faith into which we have been 
Baptized. 

You damn us for doubting of the number of your ſe- Article 10, 
ven Sacraments, Has God revealed it to you? Have 
the Holy Scriptures defined it ? Or even Tradition its 
ſelf delivered it to you. If it be true; Can you yet 
eſcape the charge of raſhneſs and uncharitableneſs, to 
damn whole Churches for ſo needleſs a matter? ſhould 
It be falſe, how will you eſcape that Azathema your 
ſelves; you have then ſo falſely as well as uncharita- 
bly denounced againſt us ? | 

Yourequire us to believe that children dying unbap- Article 10 . 
tized, are excluded the Grace of Chriſt for ever. To 
what purpoſe this? For what benefit > Were it as e- 
vident as it is indeed uncertain, and we are perſwa- 
ded falſe 3 our modeſty is ſafe in deciding nothing 3 the 
Errour of ſuch among us as believe it not is charitable 
founded upon the ſure Mercies and Goodneſs of God, 
who never inflits any puniſhment where there is no 
fault; andin a word, has not any theleaſt ill conſe- 
quence uponit. We take as great care to Baptize our 
Infants, as you can do who moſt believe it. Butnow 
if your Opinion ſhould be falſe ; What ankwer will 
you ever be able to make to God, for peremptorily de. 
fining what was ſo uncertain and uncharitable? and for 
damning us, only becauſe we dare not venture to cut 
off thole from Chriſt for whom he died, and whom 


we hope he will in mercy receive to him? 
Laſtly, 


g:6 
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Laſtly, You deny us #he entire Communion; you 
pronounce an Azathema againſt us, becauſe we will 
not confeſs that one part alone is ſufficient, Is 1t not 


-certain that if we err, we have yet both Chriſts In- 


ſtitution, and the practice and Opinion of manv Ages 
to abſolve us ? But have you any thing to cxcule you, 
if you are miſtaken? To take it as we do, you con- 
feſs can have no danger, are you ſure that to deny it 
as you do, may not be a Sacriledge ? 

And what ſhall I ſay more? For the time would 
fail me to ſpeak of every one of thoſe other points 
Monſieur de Mearx mentions, much more to add na- 
2:y others, and of no leſs conſequence, which he has 
thought fit to paſs by. In all which we have at leaſt 
this undenyable advantage over you 3 that beſides the 
cleareſt Arguments that we are in the right, the ha- 
zard we run 1s not very great if we ſhould not be: 
Whereas for you, neither 1s there any tolerable proof 
of the contrary Errours, and an infinite danger 
ſhould you chance to be miſtaken. 

Theſe things, as both the CharaQter of the Book 
we have now examined, and theStyle of many other 
your latter moſt conſiderable Authors, -give us cauſe 
to hope, begin to be no longer totally hid from your 
Eycs3 fo (tall we never ceaſe in all our Prayers to 
make mention of you, that you may be perfealy en- 
lightned to diſcern, and impartially diſpoſed, to re- 
ceive and to embrace the Truth, 

In the mean time, whilſt both you and we mutual- 
ly adde&f8 our ſelves to the Eternal Truth for his a(li{t- 
ance.s whilſt as we ought, weimplore his mercy, that 
he would give us a right underſtanding in all things 
remembring this that we are all but Men, and that it is 
not therefore impoſhible for either of us to err : That 
k may be {trength of Paſſion, or prejudice of Educa- 
tion 
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tion, oreven vehemency of. aftetion, more than the 
light of Reaſon, has hitherto kept us ina too fond par- 
tiality for our own Opinions: Let usat leaſt,we beſcech 
you, agree in that mutual Charity which alone can ſe- 
cure usamid{t all our Errours 3 which will both. beſt 
diſpoſe Gods mercy to (hew us what is right, and will 
beſt incline our Minds to that ſincerity which we all 
pretend to, and I hope all really have to embraceit. 
If wecannot yet agreein all the points of our Re- 
ligion; let us conſider, that neither are the deareſt 
friends entirely of the ſame opinion in every thing, Let 
us wait Gods pleaſure 3 if it be his will to * reveal e- 
* en this alſo unto us : Nevertheleſs whereunto we have al- Philip, 3. 15.. 
« ready attain d, let us walk by the ſame rule, let us mind ** 
the ſame thing. ' : 
We believe in the ſame God ; werely on the ſame 
Redeemer; weembrace the fame Creeds; weattend 
the ſame hopes of an Everlaſting Salvation: And in all 
theſe, amidſt all our other Differences, have atleaſt an 
entire agreement in what is »2oſt xeceſſary, and ſhall 
we hopeto the Honeſt and ſincere among us, be ſuffici- 
ent for our Eternal Security. 
Let theſe things engage us to have the ſame love too: 
to be more ſparing in our 'Azathema's, and more zeal- 
ous inour Prayers for one another,to ſeek and to main> 
tain the Truth, but to doit ſo as not to violate our Cha- 
rity. Ina word, whether we write, or ſpeak, to do both 
as Men whoin a little time expect to be brought before 
a divine Tribunal, where we mult render a ſevere ac- 
count for all theſe thingsz and one Word {j ” a 
this excellent ſpirit, to cloſe thoſe Diviſion®Mat ſo 
long have ſeperated us, ſhall be preferred to ten thou- 
ſand Volumes of endleſs and uncharitable controver- 
fies, that ſerve only to widen eur breaches, and 


heigthen our Animoſicies. 
FINIS. 
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